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 eAnonmus his REPLY. ts 
Dy, Sherlock's Anſwer to his 
Three Letters about ( hurch- 
Communion. | | 
SIR, 
SExqjEING neither Prophet, nor Pro- Dr. Sher- 
$91: pher's Son, nor having any outward © Letter 


" 149 fked | : ar ra dat to Anonym. 
ign, 'whereby I might jidg of your pag. 54. 


"aw 


#1 private; I, by publiſhing my Objeti- 
ons againſt your Diſcourſes about 
Church-Communion, have given you the opportu- 
nity of glutting and ſatiating yowr Revenge,' (accor= Sherlock's 

if to your own' detent Expreflion of Divine Diſcourſe 
Juſtice) and inſulting over the Ignorance of an ill- ®fthe kror- 
taught Lay-man, who knew not what it was topreſs | go Cir 
Dr. Sherlock, to explain himſelf; in a Matter where- ,, 43 ERR 
in his own Brethren, ſuch as are as far from the Im- : 
putation of Dez or Sorirtianiſm as himſelf; and are See bis Lee 
not likely to contemn the Notion of a Ghnrch, ad of ter, p. 55. 
the Evangelical Priei#hood and Sa-raments, have been 

ighly diffatisfied, as he himſ& well knows." 

on blame me, for" offering #o Arguaent to diſprove 11; 4 P. 57- 
«ny Thing you ' Jay, nor SY wherein = "ans | 
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W _ of your pint As if it were nothing 
) he-plain, Gonſequences of his Do- 
$TByo k teaches us) is a 
plat jay; p "Reaſon me ' Which: *all Men allow of, to 

convince Men of the Unſoundneſs ſs of their Dodrines. 
Thi pero rl may have Sope mt the firſt and (c- 
nd And for: my third, LOI 'you" ſay, 
His Letter -{ tu as Pres ahblerc, and where' you 
to Aronyn. think little mew, vu Repetition: of old Deries 5: per- 
Pe 33: haps ſotne will belive, 'it was not altogether imper- 
tinent to ſhew wherein your Art: lay,. #1 applying 
that to a (Burch in one Sence, which bel longd to it 


1n another. 
But admit all this werenothing to the diſproof of 


thid. p. 57. What you undertook; I think it had beenenough; if 

I bad only, put ſuch Queſtions as might,oblig you 

to. explain your (clf:; And if your Diſcq ſtood 

4 m need af” it, you. may. well think your ſelf concer- 

{014 P:5- nedinmy Dwerieg, and ought to thank me for put: 
_ ting you upon a'Purgation. 

Which . you, have.,made in ſach. a T1 manner, as if 

your Trial Tad been bxFire. |. 

'  FrulyI ſhoald have been g/ ad..to Gn found; it 

done SET ſuch Charity and 82h Þ as becomes a 

eAleſſenger of the Prince of Peace, and might have 

en ſome reaſonable ſatisfaQtion, that you. aim at 

omething better, than running down, at. any. rate 

thoſe, who have the. misfortune to. think otherwile 


than you do. _, + - 
You. complain. indeed. that] have not treated you 


Sherlock: 
Anſwer to 
Danſon,p.6. 


Bid. p: 53+ with that Crvility which. I oweyour Perſon,. or. your 


Profeſſion ;.nay,, as,good.as.te} me, 1- have been 
Candylouſly race, Ll you wil Jor wy own. Jed 


: 
: 


L 3] 
had carried my ſelf better. Truly, if it be ſuch Rude- 
neſs to charge a Clergy-man with what one takes to 
be the Import of his Doftrine, and calling it uncha- 
ritable, or owing to 11] Princtples, where he believes 
i ſo, I confeſs my felf guilty. Yet I appeal to all 
unbiaſsd Men, whether thoſe foul Repreſentations 
of Chriſtianity, which I ſtill conceivetolurk within 
the former general Affertions, were animadverted 
on with that Severity which ought to have been. 
But yet it ſeems you were reſolved to be even 


| with me in the worſt Sence. Wherefore, to paſs by 


the telling me in effect, that a Fool may ask more His Letter, 
Queſtions than a wiſe Man can anſwer, but that Þ- 57- 
mine are very fooliſh and impertinent Queſtions, 
enerally nothing to the purpoſe, 'C which is ſuch-a Re- 
buke, as if you ſhould bid me ask no more with a ; 
dirty Face) you infinuate, That. I eſponſe a Schiſzs or Pag.: 56: 
FaFion, only to ſhew my Wit in defending it, and to 
make my ſelf conſiderable by eſpouſing a Party,and am no Pag. 21, & 
hearty Lover of t#he Church of England-z that it is 56. 
not in my A ature to be civil to a Clergy-man. Pas. 53: 
That I difown part of theAue Authority of Bzz 
oops » That I think of: the Sacrament. of the Lord's Pag. 54+ 
Supper; as a very. ##different Ceremony :- That I de- 
lzned to affront Dr. Stillingfleet, and Dr. Tillotſon, 
whom I greatly reverence; and particularly, would Pag. 48, &: 
charge the former | with- endeavouring to prove all 50: 
Church-Communion needleſs. 
That 1 excuſe Diſſenters upon ſuch Principles as tends Pag, 56. 
to undermine Chriſtianity, &c.. | 
But theſe Inſinuations,. to. which- I ſhall not give 
Meir due Epithete, were not enough for your pur-. 


pole; byt you muſt come to. a. poſitive Charge,, _ 
which. 
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His Letter, 
P. 50- 


Pap. 45+ 


Anonymul's 
3a Letter, 
P. 26- 


Pag. 53- 
Pag. 54- 
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which you ſcatter up and down your Anſwer, 
that [ ever ſpare any Man's Reputation #0 ſerve w 
Deſigns ; and that my Reproaches and Commendatin, 
are but different Ways of Abuſe. 

Nay, you are ſo indiſcreet to charge upon me 
what I chiefly write againſt, and blame you foy, 
which is, That where two Churches are not in Comm. 
2ion with each other, they cannot both belong to the ſam 
Body, but that it is evident, that one of theſe maſt need; 
be cut off from Chriſt's Body. 

Where you take advantage of the Printer's Mi. 
take, putting it zs, for zr it £ which I made by way 
of Queſtion, as manifeſtly appears by the Cohe 
rence. 

But the dreadfulleſt part of your Charge is in the 
ghoſtly Counkel which you vouchſate me, where 
you tell me, It is evident I have a great Spite at the 
whole Order of the Clergy - That I am guilty of tw 
plain a Gortempt of all Char 

pretend to be mm Communion with the Ghurch of Eng: 
land, I make the Church it ſelf a very needleſs and 
inſignificant Thing, for I know no neceſſity of comm- 
nicating with any Church : That 1 will not «llow it tobe 
Schiſm, to ſeparate from the Church - And that I think 
it a pretty indifferent thing, whether Mex be baptizes, 
or not, or by whom. Then, to deal plainly with me, 


| * you think, 1 bave more need to be taught my Catechiſm, 
than to ſet up for a Writer of Books: | And that i#t 
Conſequence of the Way I am in, is no leſs than « Cor- 


Pag. 556 


tempt of all revealed and inſtituted Religion, And 
what,of moſt Men, I ſhould not have expected from 
Dr. Sherlock, my. Notions are condemned,) as owing 
to Deiſts and Socinians. ;  %- on 
n 


ch- Authority : That th 1, 


, 
all 


{$11 


wy L 5.) 
And thus, Sir, in the Spirit of Meeknefs and 
Charity, you have draw up a very fair Charge. 
You may treat me with as mach ſcort ad con- 
tempt as you pleaſe, and I ſhall conſider it but as 


your natural Infirmity z where God Almighty 
makes allowatices, we ought 3 But I ought not to. 
be ſilent under ſuch Reproaches, of which your own 
Conſcience cannot but acquit every Thing that I 
have ſard or wrote to you. 
| And further, no reaſonable Man can. think me 
concerned to vindicate my ſelf; The moſt ſolemn: 
Poteſtations concerning my moreprivate Thoughts, 
yould be but ſcofftd at, by them who. are refolved: 
o believe the worſt. | 

And my Comfort is, no Orthodox Clergy-man, 
that kom me, will be AD He i Ig 

' Copipurgators of fath, (whoſe Frie | 

Es detws minm, {© they are frefidinune. 
00 againſt ſuch fatal Miſcarriages ) but ex- 
poſe their venerable Names to ſuch Uſge as I: 
we met with., g IN > | 
But be that never ſo-hard, for once I will- ft an: 
tnple to-a Clerpy-1ma9, and ſhew, that-I cart con- 
an my (elf after ſe cauſeleſs Calamnies, tho; 
o cannot bear to be told of. the Truth. 


Wherefore F ſhall calmly ſhew, 
L How ridtefs both open. and imply'di "h 
culations are apa we. {= 


M. Whar canſe I had to put you upon explaining: Ef 
your RIC - = 
o I, How, 


| 
' 
f 


[s] 


1. How anſtfaftory your Explanation is in 
its own Nature. 


So much of your Charge as IT am concern'd tq 


anſwer particularly, reſolves it ſelf into theſe gene- 
ral Heads. 


= 


1. My Want of Love tothe Church of Engle, 
and taking part with Diſſenters, out of Zeal 
for their Cauſe, or Vain-Glory. 

2. That I have a Spite at the whole Order of 
| Clergy-men, and diſown part of the Poyer 
of Biſhops 
3. That I Shared to affront Dr, Stillingſie, 
"= Dr. Tilotſor. . 


4. That I diſcover a 'Contempt. of all Church: 
Authority, and think the Church it ſelf anin- 


ſignificant Thing. 
5s. And laſtly; That I am guilty of Deifu and 


Socinianiſm. And, 


. That'my Principks 5 tend to undermine Chuiſl 
anity,. and to the Contempt of all revealed 


Religion. 
F ri? Anil 


In the firſt Article you onld argue me qe of 
Hypocriſy, in pretending to be in conſtant Comm 
nion with the Church of E-gland, when I want that 
Love for it, which is eſſential to Union and Con- 

 nuniop/withit off of a great deal of Vanity, 1 
labouring to ſhew my Wit in the Defence of 1 


Cauk, 


kn DD I Ee Fenn ea o©% as vs . 


| 


[7 ] 
Cauſe, which I my ſelf know to ſtand in need of 
Wit and Artifice. + | 

But if it happen, that the Church of England is 
no more concerned in your Cenſures, than perhaps 
you may think your ſelf to be in the Dodrine of its 
Articles or Homiles. 

And that it gives you no warrant to call the Diſ- 
ſenters Schiſmaticks, and ſuch as are deprived of the 
Influences of the Divine Spirit, while they ſcruple 
Conformity. | RE 

My taxing you with want of Charity towards 
Diſſenters, will be as far from the ſuſpicion of ſuch a © 
Zeal for them, as implies a Diſ-eſteem of our Church, 
or ſuch a Defence of their Cauſe, as may be impu- 
ted to Wantonneſs or Vanity, that it may be more 


like the At of that Samaritar, who took care of the Luke 10. 


poor Man, who had been moſt barbarouſly uſed by 
Thieves, and could meet with no pity from the 
Prieſt and the Levite, who paſt by on the other ſide. 
Whatever you think of this Matter, T am bold to 
afirm, that our Church no-where warrants your A(- 
fertions, either in its Articles, Homilies, or Canons. 
Indeed in the Canons of King Famer, the Authority 
of which, as to us Lay-men, I need not heye en- 
uire into, T find Schiſmatici mentioned in ſome of - 
the Titles, but not in any of the Canons, to be ſure 


by no means applied in your manner. 
' But then you tell me, No ar who had any kind- ty; Letter. 
neſs for the (hurch, with which he pretends to hold pag. 21. 


Communion, would make ſuch a vile Inſinuation, as if 
Pof Atheiſts*were admitted to Communion. But cer- 
tainly there may be a profeſ# Atheiſt, tho he doth 
not profeſs. himſelf fo at the time of his communi- 

B cating, 


f i. 

L © | 
Yd theDr*s cating, or to thoſe Perſons who feceive him to it. 
Reſolut. of Beſides, if you ſhould admit fuch' aft one, Tooking 
Caſes of y pon him as entitled to it by his Baptiſ>s, it would be 
ace a .,, no Refletion upon the Governours of out Church, 
Con 1401jop, Who could not but expect better things from you, 


XX : 
P | Second Article. 


But, fecondly, I mult be expoſed, as one that 
denies the Biſhops part of their juſt Powen, and that 
has a great Spite at the whole Order of the Clergy, 

- The fancied Ground for - this was from that part of 
my Preface, where F urge the neceſlity of Epiſcopal 
Government, if it were only becauſe of the Extra 
vagancies of many of the inferior Clergy. My 
Words were theſe - 

Preface to Sare-l aw, an outward Government in the Church is 
Anonymws's requiſite, if it were only for the reſtraining thoſe Men, 
Letters. he out of confidence of their own Abilities, will be 

venting Notions, which none but Men of great Subtilty 
can mare one believe to be agreeable either to Scripture, or 
to that DoGrine to which they have ſubſcribed, and de- 
clared their unfeigned Afſent and Confent. And me- 
thinks it were enough to remove Mens Prejutices againſt 
the Epiſcopal Goverment, to conſider how. needful it it, 
that ſome of the muſt Learned and Diſcreet ſhould be 
choſen from among the Herd of Clergy-men, to overſee, 
atlmoniſh, and cenſure thoſe who are apt to go bejond 
their due Bounds. | | 

Now becaufe I mentioned this alone, as Cauſe e- 
nough for the eſtabliſhing Epiſcopal Government, 
and had no occafion of conſidering atry further Ule 
or Power, I am chargd with knowing.no other =— 

0 


[9] 

of a Biſhop, but to overſee, adwoniſh, and cenſure thoſe 
Clergymen, who are apt to go beyond their Bounds ; Which 
js juſt as if by mentioning ſome particular Flower of the 
Imperial Crown of this Realm, I ſhould difown all 
others. 

Yet if it be poſſible to give you ſatisfaftion, I ſhall 
tell you what our Church has taught men this Point 3 
which is : * That the Office of Biſhops and Paſtors 1s to Homilies. 
praiſe good Men for well-doing, that they may continue 24 Serm. of 
i therein 3 and to rebuke and corre, by the Word of Carty, 
« God, the Offences and Crimes of evil-diſpoſed Perſons. & 4+ 

But then 'tis ſuppoſed to be very evident, that 1 have 
4 great Spite at the whole Clerical Order, becaule I ſpeak 
of a Biſhop, as one choſen from among the Herd of 
Clergy-men. ; | 

If I called them ſuch an Herd as ſome repreſent Dil- 
enters, it had (I muſt confeſs ) been inexcuſable, _ But 
ince I term the Biſhop, oze learned and diſcreet, chole 
out of that Number, I know not why Herd may not be 
sinnocently taken as Flock. | 

And I hope, none that think themſelves within the 
fold of Chriſt, will be angry at being called a Flock; 
but then the Word being uſed chiefly upon the account 
_ Straglers, perhaps it needs not {o long an Apo- 


However, you know who has before me been obliged 7 Sherlocks 
to own, that there is an Euphemia due fron ws, when we Dt: of his 
_ 70 ORE concernin 
Wherefore if any ſober Divine is angry at it, it ſhall {. 192927, A 
te Flock, if he pleaſes. of Chriſt, © 
con Spe be Soca no ſuch would tax me with p. 529; : 6 
ant ot being ſeriouſly religiow, and affronting God's ;;. 
Touats, without due regard to their Maſter, meerly Ps j—oly 
B 2 fop Ae 


” 

[- K: 
L 
: 


is 


Pap. 49. 
Pag. 50. 


Inte Neceſſity of Ghurch-Communion, (whence you ground 


Yd. Preface 
tothe three 
Letters. 


fleet's Sence of Schiſme, which, if -his Judgment be valy 


[wo Þ 
for warit of that Euphemia, which oene- cannot great! 
offend againſt by one ſingle Word, of no ill- ſigni. 
cation. 
-am ſure you, of altMen, have no-reaſon to pref 
hard upon me in this Particular. 


Third Article, 


That I may be depriv'd'of: the Patronage of two ſuch 
greatLuminaries of our Church, as Dr. St:/i»gfleet, and 
Dr. T:lotſon, you tax me with a Deſign of affronting 
Dr. S. and dealing with the other great Man at the fame Ii + 
Tate. 

Secret Things belong to God; but I am ſure you could {M-< 

have no Revelation froze above of any ſuch Deſign; 

nor can any thing that I have ſaid look that way. 4 
Aſſure your ſelf, I cited the Words agatnſt the a MF 


your Refletion ) 1n the ſame Sence as I receive them, 
which is in their utmoſt Latitude, but by-no means as if 
they would ſet aſide all Government in the Church, But 
you are certainly guilty.of. the Afront: againſt them, it 
you think there is any harm in the Quotations, or as ifl 
expoſe their Failings- thereby. .I will not here return 
upon you, That you never ſpare any eMan's Keputation, 
to. ſerve your Deſign, &c. which would come as proper 
from me, as it did from you.. 

But when you wereupon ſuch Authorities, you woul 
tavedone well to have reconciled your ſelf to Dr.9til/ing 


able in competition with Dr. Sherlocks, lies not 1n a 
luntary Departure out of any particular Church, but tit 


true Catholick,Charch, And the Reaſon. which he Los th 
_ 


BY 3 2h 
forit, is the Ground which I go upon. If you will 
teach me my Catechiſm better in this Point, I am very 


xcady to learn. 


Fourth Article. 


The fourth Article has many in the Belly of it ; for 
ander the ſuppoſed Contempt of Church- Authority, are, 
in your Sence,contained : | 

I. The thinking the Church it ſelf an inſignificant 
Thing, and that no cauſeleſs Separation from it.can be a 


Schiſm. 
2. A deſpiſing the Evangelical "Prieſthood, as you 


- call it. 


rent Ceremonies. | 
I. In the firſt, you (as is uſual with you) would take 


advantage of your own Confuſion, in blending together 
the Notion of the Catholick, and of a particular Church : 
For tho one.may think that it ſignifies not much, or is 
not one's Duty to communicate with every particular 
ſound Church ; yet it is, no doubt, always his Duty to 
communicate, aCually, or. in Inclination, . with the 
Church of Chriſt, in that which eſſentially conſtitutes it 
bis Church :. Nay, and there may be a Schiſmatical Se- 
paration, even upon the account of lefler Matters. But 
my Queſtion is, Whether there may not be a Separation, - 
cauſeleſs in the Nature of. the Thing occaſtoning it, tho 
not in relation to the Party's. Conſcience. who ſcruples- 
It, and that without Schiſm. 

But as, Dr. Stillingfleet rightly diſtinguiſhes, between. 


3. The looking upon the Sacraments as very indiffe- Pag. $48. 


Preface to . 


hat is necefary to Salvation, and what is neceſlary to ,,, *,.. 
tne Government of the Church; ,my receiving his Sence, 7,rers... 


has. 


_ Yet methinks youdo not duly conſider,that a Thing may 


Hookers 
Eccleſ. Pol. 
P- 332 


Anſwer to 
Anon. P. 49. 


my Queſtions related to the ſuppoſed abſolute Ne 


[22 
has ſufficiently anticipated and removed this Imputation 
unleſs you will fix it upon him too. | 

2. But for the ſecond; If by an Evangelical Prieſtho 
you mean ſuch as is neceſſary to offer up Sacrifices fo 
us; I know of no ſuch upon Earth, by the Goſpel-Inſi;. 
tution. | 

3. For the third, which may take in what may ſeen 
omitted on the foregoing Head ; Idefire to be inform'4 
what one Paſlage has faln from me, which looks like an 
exculing the Contempt or Negle@ of the Sacraments, or of 
them to whom ordinarily it belongs to adminiſter them, 


be one's Duty by virtue of a poſitive Command, and con- 
ſequently ought to be done, when fit Circumſtances 
concur 3 yet not being enjoin' d as the neceſſary Means 
to Salvation, when ſuch Circumſtances are wanting, the 
aFual Exerciſe 1s not required ; yet it does not folloy, 
that therefore ti indifferent. 

What the Judicious Hooker ſays of Baptiſm, is doubt- 
leſs equally applicable to the other Sacrament, and al 
the Parts of the Office of the Miniſtry. 

That God (/afth he ) hath committed the Miniſtry of 
* Baptiſm unto ſpecial Men 3 it is for Order's ſake 1n his 
* Church, and not to theend that their Authority might 
* give being, or add force to the Sacrament it (elf. 

To this purpoſe I did before cite the deſervedly eltce- 
med Authors, Dr. Stilling fleet, Dr. Tillotſon, _ and their 
Forerunner, Mr. Chillingworth ; yet certainly this does 
not overthrow the Neceſſor of a ſetled Miniſtry, and « re 
gular Authority in the Church. | 

It were an eaſy matter here to make a pompous ſhew 
of Reading 3 I ſhall only obſerve to you, that ſome of 


== V 


S095 =t2 = @2x2z 


= 
=> 
a 


| [13] 

of receiving the Sacrament of Baptiſm 3 others, to the 
Authority of them who adminiſter it. Indeed that of 
the Lord's Supper was not mentioned by me, becauſe, as 
you had handled the Marter, the chief Diſpute was about 
the forming of a Church, and (hurch-Commuriorn, which Reſolut. of 
you tel] us, is ſomething antecedent to all the As and Of. ,Calcs, p.1o. 
frees of Communion. | 

I muſt tellyou, I had my Warrant for ſuch Interro- 
eations as. F made upon both Heads, from very great 
Lights in our Church. 

Mr. Hooker, when he was to argue againſt the Diſſen- 
ters of his Time, found them to ſtand much upon the 
Authority of their Miniſtry, which they contended tobe 
by Divine Right, and that others could not duly admi- 
niſter the Sacraments. Now tho that great Man afferts, z7,þey; 
That it hath been PR FRnR held, as well touching Believers f. 317. : 
&s Martyrs, that © Baptiſm taken away by Neceſſity, is ſup- 
lied by deſire of Baptiſm, and to Children, . by a preſu- 
med Deſire : Yet hechictly addreſſes himſelf to prove, That |. - 
Baptiſm by any Man, in caſe of Neceſſity, is valid which, © es 
be ſays, was the Voice of the whole World heretofore. 
But a learned Oxford Profefior, Mr. George Abbot, in 
2 Theological Lefture there, de Circumciſione &» Bapti/* 
m1, goes to prove it unlawful, for any of the Laity to 
ufurp upon the Miniſterial Office in this, becauſe Bap- 
tlm is not abſolutely neceflary in it ſelF He concludes Qreftiones 
bs elaborate Reading thus : Interea tamen iſta ſunt, que i Schola 
bodiern4 or atione accepiſtis : Externo Sacramento non ſoc Theol. per 
ifiringi &5- alligari Det gratiam, ut fine ipſo ſalvare ali- * Abbot, 
quando nolit, | I4deoq;, &*  diffidenter quoad Deum, & au- IT 90s. 
aafer quoad ſe, Feminas Laicosg, facere, qui baptizare 
Eereaiuntur, Tertid, tamen cum. ſigillum ſit impreſſam, 
mn eſſe iterandum. | 
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Fifth Article. 


"The fifth Article, which is not ſo explicit as the fore. 

going, of being guilty of Deiſm, Socimaniſze, and wha 

-not,1s laid but as a Conſequence of the former 3 where. 
fore that Imputation being wipd off, I fear no Man; 
charging me with this. ' 

- And to deal as plainly with you, as you, I thank you, 
have dohe with me, I ſhould have expefed this ſooner 
from another Man. Whatever you or I ſay, the World 
will jadg, whether the is moſt likely to be guilty of 
Deiſm, undermining Chriſtianity, and contemning all r: 

vealed Religion, who calls your Opinions in queſtion; 

Rel. of Ca- or he whowill argfie, that it is as neceſſary to commy- 
= P. 9- -. nicate with every ſound Part of the Catholick Church, 
with the whole AS With any 3 and that one 1s as much obliged to com- 
a9 of Chri-. municate as a Member with ſome particular,viſible;ſound 
44 i im Part, asto be a Chriſtian ; and that not only by joining 
Communiov. 11 the Purity.of Faith and Worſhip, (or that he tells u 
_—_ - i cHereticks might do ) but in all other Ads or Terms 
| ef rerrog Communion.: And that notwithſtanding the Efficacy 
which God Almighty has:-promiſed to a true lively Faith 

in the Merits of-Chrilt Jeſus, it'is as/ neceſſary to Sal- 

vation to-know which of -the Churches, divided. in Acci- 

dentals, is in the right, and with which we are bound to 

Reſolut. of communicate, rejeting all divided Communions for Schil 
Caſes, p-37 marical, .as-it isto be of the Chriſtian Religion. Such 
38. ſort of Mediums muſt needs do as great Diſſervice to 

' Chriſtianity, as counterfeit Miracles to. the true; and 
he who impoſes the Belief of both, as of equal Autho- 
Tity, or under equal Neceſlity, tomy thinking, bids pretſ 


Kir for the undermining and contempt of all. 


For 
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For Socinianiſm, not knowing upon what account I His Letter 
ſhould come to be caution'd againſt it, I ſhould think it *9 Anonym. 
uſed meerly as a Term of Reproach, to be given of courſe Þ:* 35: 
when a Man is angry, and wants better Arguments, were 
it not that perhaps you might do it delignedly, to pre- 
vent my joining in that Charge, which others have in 
this reſpe& undertaken to. make good againſt your felt ; 

.and crying Whore firſt, . as they ſay, would oblige me to 

find another Addition for you. | £4120 

WM Truly ſhall not go about to retort it, not- being at 

leiſure to tell you, wherein you may ſeem not to have 

MM anſwered fully, or to have (lighted many Things as 4. his De- 
Buffoonry, which have been very cloſely} as well as acute- manera 


- ly urged. | ae pee 

I ſhall only obſerve upon good Authority, that the Fin Challing- 

 Sorarians give themſelves a greater Liberty of enquiring ;,,+4'; Pref 

into the Modes of Exiſtencies, and the Nature ' of Dt- 
vine Myſteries, than becomes ſhort-lighted Mortals. And 
if other Men, cqually full of themſelves, happen to 
differ from them, when they adventure upon their own 
way of explaining thoſe ſublime Truths, which retire 
to be the Objects of our Admiration, rather than of a 
diſtin Perception z If the Scripture-Account which 
the Homilies of our Church afford them, be look'd on 
as too great a ſtinting of their Spirit of Enquiry, they 
have no great reaſon to expect, that God's Grace ſhould 
be engaged to proted& them from dangerous Errors, ſee- 
ing they attempt to be w/e above what is written, 

And perhaps he who will reproach as magical any No- virſdic. of 
tion of the Union of true Believers with Chriſt Jeſus, the Def. of 
and with each other, which does not agree with his Po- Dr.Still;ng, 
litical Scheme, or with the viſible ConneQion of the P: 46: 


Parts of a natural Body, may take to himſelf as dange- 
| C ; - - rous 


" 
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rous a Latitude ; and then we need - not wonder, if he 
apply to the Church of Chriſt what he has obſerved of a 
natural Body, Viz. | | 

That the Union of every Member with the * Body, is iti 
Onion with that part of the Body which is next, &c. 

Had he but made Proviſion for the Cloaths too, and 
had argued, that that part of the Body which is naked, 
cannot be united to that which is cloathed, it might have 
come up more fully to his purpoſe of proving a neceſlity 
of Union in Accidentals, as well as in Eſſentials, 

Pray the- next time you ſee our loving Friend }F. S. 
tell him ſo much 1s expected from him. 


Yindic p.38- 


Having ſaid what I conceiv'd fitting, for an Antidote 
againſt the ſpreading of your RefleCtions upon me, | 
ſhall here juſtify the Pertinency of my Queſtions to you, 
and (hew, 


- II. What Cauſe I had to put you upon explaining 
your ſelf, concerning the Notions of Church-Com- 
munion. 

My apparent Deſign being to do this, you have no 

Letter ro 4- Treaſon to blame me for not giving you your own Word:, 
nom. p.: with that dependance and connettion, in which the whole 
Strength of the Diſcourſe conſi5ts ; for had that been ne- 


ver ſo well laid together, I ought to believe it to pro- 


--:2.Dr $2411. ceed upon fome falſe Ground, as being contrary to thoſe 
The Faich.of Notions, which muſt be antecedent to the Belief of all 


hom IR revealed Religion. 


cies: 484, You: know one, who thinks himſelt not concern'd 


iy xd pray * what Conſequences are charged upon his Hypotheſis, 
Mr. 3.x. ſo that he prove it poſitively true. Perhaps you may 
/ 
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may be as confident of yours, as he was of his. 
'T was enough for me.to oblige you to ſpeak plainly 
what your Notion was. I muſt confeſs, I did ſuſpedt it 
of D—1:ſzz, which indeed you overthrow in that Book 
to which you refer me for my Satisfaftion ; but would 
eſtabliſh one much weaker, and with leſs ſhew of 
Reaſon. | 
That which made me ſuſpe&t your Principle to be 
that way, was, Your aſſerting the abſolute Neceſſity for Relol-of Caſes 
every Man who lives here, as he would be a Member of * <==©+/-38 
Chriſt's Body, to communicate with the National Church, 
becauſe of its being a ſound part of the Catholick 


Church. 
To which end you held, 


I. That 'tis as neceflary for every Man to communi- _ 6 contr.s 
. - F > Morton's 
cate with ſome particular vittble ſound Church, as to be a Apal, 370 LE 


Chriſtian, P32, &p 40. 
a Relol, Pe 3. 


2. That the only viſible way God has of forming 
Church, is by granting a Ghurch-Covenant, which is the 7.4, p. ,, 
Divine Charter whereon the Church is founded, and in- - 
B. VVhenlk 


veſting ſome Perſons with Power and Authority to re- jj <1 
ceive others, according to the Terms and Conditions of the Cente- 
the Covenant, and by ſuch Covenant-Rites, and Forms mee & Four 
of Admiſſion, as he is pleaſed to inſtitute, which under the ch as Church 
Goſpel 1s Baptiſm, 42s Under the Law it was Circumciſion. Governours 
pleaſe, you of - 
3. That no Man can be a Member of the Church, or pofedit nor. 
in Covenant with God, who is not vi{tbly admitted into 74.54 Lerter, 
2 . | . TV. 
God's Covenant by Bapptiſus. Hed LC : 
4, That which makes any thing in a ſtri& Sence an {s, 5. 
AG of Church-Communion, is, that it is performed in ,,, , ... 
the Fellowſhip of the Apoſtles, or in Communion with 


the Biſhops and Miniſters of the Church. 
ES 5. That 


ee a a ara Peas” phy” c 


Reſol. of Ca- 
ſcs, pag. 7- 


Ibid, pag. 43. 
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5. That 'tis abſurd to gather a Church out of x 
Church of baptized Chriſtians. - TE 
6.: That the Divine Spirit confines his Influences to 
the Unity of the viſible Church. 


Now your Buſineſs being to enforce the Neceſlity of 
conformmg to, -and communicating with the Nation] 


Church, I think I gave your Argument upon thefe Af: 


Lerter ro .Az0- 
nm. P. 4+ 


Itid. Py. 


Vindic, of the* 


Defence of ------ 


Dr. S. p. 343+ 


Ibid, P13, 


(} 


ſcrtions taken together, all imaginable Advantage, by 
deriving the Church-Power upon the Officers of our 
Church, in ſuch manner as the firſt Founder of this No- 
tion among(t us has done. 

And whereas you own that Paragraph, of the viſible 
Way of forming a Church, as the only Paſſage looking this 
way, you manifeſtly conceal the reſt ; -and therefore 
have no fuch reaſon to laugh at me, for making Queries 
upon a miſtaken Hypotheſes of my own, which do not 
concern you. [leave it to others to judg, how truly 
you affirmed, That there is not one Word of all this Mat- 
ter in that Diſcourſe which I pretended to ſum up. 

Tis evident, that many of theſe Things, here faith- 


fully laid together, are. not defenſible upon any other 


Hypotheſis. 
I muft own, you well oppoſe that, in what you fay 
Cr a /ate learned and ingenuous Author - Yet you 
now that you have given ſuſpicton of your having ta- 
ken np other Notions of his, beſides what' are already 
mentioned ; as where you fay, Chriſtianity is nothing elſe 
but Myſtzcal Fudaiſm, which you may ſee confuted in 
Dr. * Barrow's Treatiſe of the Onity of the Church. 
But this may ſuffice to ſhew you, that I had reaſon to 


put to you the Queſtions which-I did, and which I be- 


heve to. be pertinent, both to that Hypotheſis, and to lo 
much 
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mch of it, as goes along with thoſe unwary Aſſerti- 
«, which you have not 1n the leaſt retracted. 

But the Notion which you here declare, and for which 
00 refer me. to your Vindication of the Defence of 
Ur. Stilling fleet, is what I am ſure very few that heard 
 Jhour Sermons could gueſs at: For who could have ima- 
aned, that ſuch is the Nature of Catholick Communton, Anſwer to 4- 
Lhe is a Schiſrratich trom the whole Catholick' Church, 999995 P: 5+ 
ty ſeparates from any ſound Part of the Catholick Church, 
toit be in Matters accidental, and by no means eflen- 
ultoit, nay, where the Church has no Authority over 
kn, And however, if he communicate with two 
(urckes, which are in a State of Separation from each 
thr, he is a Sckiſmatick too. As if they muſt needs 
me to be ſound Churches, if one ſcruples and con- 
knns the other, for impoſing ſome accidental Things, 

mich that requires not of its Members.  . 
Tou will ſay perhaps, that you put it of a State of 
ration, which you elſewhere expreſs by renouncing 
mmunion. Which is manifeſtly a falſe Term 3 for who 
bows how much Uncharitableneſs you may juſtly charge 
bn a Renunciation? | . 
Wherefore Mr. Chil/ingworth tells the fubtil Jeſuit 3 
mhſtanding all your Errors, we do not renounce your 
Fnmnion totally and abſolutely, but only leave communi- 
ty with you in the PraGice and Profeſſion of your Er- 
1: The Trial whereof will be to propoſe ſome Form of | 
ping God, taken wholly out of Scripture 5 and bere- Gn 
| we refuſe to join with you, and not till then, may you 
$1) ſay, we have utterly and abſolutely abandoned your 
union, 
but you very well know my Queries were about piows {groomed a, 
Fiters, (ach as. are in (harity with all Mer, and _ th 
ready 


Chills 2gworth 
f. 15. 
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Riletters to -ready to communicate with any Church, which re oy 
Dr, Sh, p. 9. . $b+ ©: 
wes more of thews, than what they conceive to be their Dy, 
cording to the Divine Covenant. And you may thinff 
y;4.34 Lerner, theſe to be in as bad a condition as Martherers and 4, 
Pe 16+ terers, if you pleaſe. -_ | - MN 


"II. I ſball now apply my (elf, to ſhew how unfif; 
factory your Explanation of your ſelf isin itsop 
Nature. 


r. Asto the firſt, Whether ſuch Diſſenters as abow bg} 
ſeribed, who werebaptized by their own ' Paſtors, are letinlh, 
the Catholick Church 2 You own they are, and ther 
depart from Mr. D. But youſay, the Queſtion is of thafh, 

Letrer to 4- continuing Schiſmaticks > which 1s in effect a deny, 
on. p.6, what before you granted: Forif they were Schiſmi 
Reſo). of Ca- from the beginning, according to your Sence, they me 


ſes of Conſc. never let into the Church, and ſo have no Right toa 


P. 10- 


AT of Chriſtian Communion ; Nay, being they live wha, 

there is a Church, which you ſay they ought to oft). 
and with which they ought to communicate, you 

ſuppoſe, that the Paſtors and People do not keep tin, 7 
part of the Divine Covenant ; and that the Sacrametiſyj., 
adminiſtred and received among ſuch, are valid ora jj, 
Vindic, of the ons, -as being in oppoſetion to, and contempt of Wk;(j, 
p. 360. Ordinary Governors of the Church. = 77 
Letterto 4-' But ſurely ſober Diflenters will deny, that their Wk(41 
"= Þ'+ .ceiving ſo as they think neceſſary for them, is ſudJhy, 
oppoſition and contempt. of the ordinary Goverl ky 
If it will be ſo taken by: Men, they cannot but Wiſkp,, 
that God will be more merciful, B Thi 

But pray how comes it to paſs, that our Chard: 


cerves to its Communion thoſe who in your Sence F 
nn 
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ur Chriſtianized, being baptized in a Schiſm £ Cer. Vindic. of the, 

5 the Rebaptization of Hereticks, which is charged fence ;Pe370 

Tn the Africar: Fathers as a Miſtake, was but a due 

Wacedure upon your Grounds: For the Hereſy of ſome 7þ;4 Pp. 53. 

ſhem,. as we are told, lay only in their Schiſzr, that is, 1bid. p. 57. 

KHerkttiog up Altar againſt Altar; or in Oppoſition to 

Km to whom 'tis ſuppoſed they ought to have ſubmit- 

Sor conformed. 

# Now upon this Account their Church-As were in- 

«dd: .. Wherefore either Hereticks and Schiſmaticks 

wht to be rebaptized, or elſe their Acts are valid, not- 

Indſtanding their Qppoſition to the ordinary Gover- 

Sn; the contrary to which you affirm. 

T [their Acts are not valid, then the African Fathers 

tre not in the wrong; whereas in that Book which 

Wmake the Standard in this Controverſy, 'tis attirm'd, 

th that thoſe Fathers were in the wrong, for rebap- 

Tn thoſe whoſe Hereſies lay in their Schiſm, &c. And 

aidat the Sacraments received among[t ſuch, were in- 

id, or i-efficaciows, or without effeF, as the Phraſe is-1#:4. p.360- 
tere varied. 


JF The ſecond, which was put in relation to Diſſen- 
"Þ here, you ſay, is a captions Pueſtion 5 Thus it was, 
| Whether the Submiſſion to the Power and Cenſures of 

Urch, which all muſt own to be a ſound Church, be 
$i the Drvine Covenant, which unites the Nlembers of - 
F@bolick Church to God, and to each other. 

Aithat it may not be obſerved how this preſſes upon Letter to 4-, 
$*J02 would repreſent it as ſpoken 1n relation to all 7” P6- 
Pople of the World. Truly I never thought of 
[Thing ſo wild :-- Yet I find, now you explain your 
it were not improper for your Notion, which 

ſuppoſes. 
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ſuppoſes, that we ought to communicate with a ſon 
Church, whether it has Authority over us or no ; which 
| wants no more to expoſe it, than totetort ſome of yay 
I etterto dun OWN Words : For your way of arguing is, as if a My 
p. 8. ' ſhould ſay, there is a divine Law to obey Civil Magiſtrate, 
Therefore into whatever Government you come, whe. 
ther as Ambaſſador from a Foreign Prince, or otheryiſe 
id. v.41. YOu are bound to live according to the Laws of thy 
; Government, 1n -every reſpect, as much as a Native 
And for Foreigners to enjoy ſeveral Immunities fron 
Taxes, and the like, is contrary to the Fundament! 

Laws of Government. 
But you are poſitive, that Obedience to the-Churci 
41d, p 6: of England is a Duty incumbent on thoſe which are, or ou 
to live in Obedience to this particslar Church: Thati; 
they who ought to live in Obedience, ought to live in 
3 Obedience 3 which is a greater Blunder ſurely, thanny 
74id. p.3 ſpeaking only of Power and Cenſures, when I wasti 
king of Communion :- For ſurely the ſubmitting to th 
Churches Terms of: Communion, . 1s ſubmitting to it 
Power. Well, however, this Submiſſion, you ſay, ny 
be called a Part of the Divine Covenant. Which give 
me occaſion to mind you of what our Homilies ſay abou 


' Obedience to Human Laws. 


Boom, a. God hath appointed his Laws, whereby his Pleaſut 
— 247%, Bop * is to be honuured : His pleaſure is alſo, that all Men 
* Laws, not being contrary unto his Laws, (hall bec 
*beyed and kept, as good and. neceſſary for eve 
* Common-Weal, but not as Things wherein princip: 
© his Honour reſteth. 
* And all Civil and Man's Laws either be, or {ho 
* be made to bring Men the better to keep God's La 


Ji 
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© that conſequently or following, God ſhould be the 
© better honoured by them. 

* Howbeit the Scribes and *Phariſees were not content 
{that their Laws ſhould be no higher eſteemed than 
© other poſitive and Civil Laws, nor would not have 
*them called by the Name of Temporal Laws, but Holy 
©Traditions 3 and would have them eſteemed not only poek. aopeningys 
* fora right and true worſhipping of God, 4s God's Laws =» 
MF © be indeed, but alſo forthe moſt high honouring of God, 
18 *to which the Commandments of God ſhould give place. 


St. *Paul, ſpeaking of thoſe who ſcrupled eating ſome 
i Meats, upon their apprehenlion that they were unclean, 
1 which he tells them was a cauſleſs Scruple in the Nature 
of the Thing, tho not as to their Conlciences, aſſures 
1 them, that, - 

He that donvteth is dammed if he eat, becauſe he eateth gon. (4. +1. 
not of Faith 5 for whatſoever is not of Faith, is Sin. 

If you will ſay, this was ſpoke where there was no 
humane Law to determine its Indifference ; I deſire you 
to conſider, whether ſuch an Anſwer ſavours not of 
that Phariſaiſzz which our Church condemns. 

But certain it is, if ative Obedience 1n the Matter 
which one ſcruples, which is Submiſſion to the Power 
of the Church,. be or may be called Part of the Divine, 
Covenant, which unites us to God, and to each other, 
there can be no Suſpenſion of Communion becauſe of 
doubt ; but he is out of God's Covenant, and mult be 
damn'd, continuing ſo, who does not actually conform 

to thoſe very Things which he conſcienciouſly ſcruples ; 
nay, and the Church may excommunicate him while he 
is under this Doubt : For you know who teaches us, 


that it is impoſſible that a Car, which is not _ 
| matica 


Vindic, of the 
Def. of Dr. So 
P- 416+ 


lytd, P. I 16. 
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watical in its Terms, that is, (as ſeems there meant ) 


which 1mpoſes oug in it ſelf contrary to God's Lay, 
can excommmunicate ſchiſmatically. Indeed the Excom. 
munication, according to that Notion, does but dec}are 
the State he was in before 3 for by not actually obeying 
that part of the Divine Covenant, the Man was de. 
priv'd of all other poſſible Means of Salvation 3 agree- 
ably to which the Defender of Dr. Stil/ing fleet ſays: 

© When our Saviour fo exprefly aflerts, Whatſoezer 
thou ſhalt bind on Earth, ſhall be bound in Heaven, ang 
whatſoever thou ſhalt looſe on Earth, ſhall be Iooſed in Hea- 
* ven - If by binding and looſing, we will underſtand 
* putting out or receiving into the Church, ( which that 
* Author plainly doth but immediatly before) it makes 
* the Communion of the Church abſolutely neceſſary to 
< Salvation.' 


This ſhews that my Conſequence was rightly inferrd, 
when I argued, 


That if Submiſiion to the Power and Cenſures of the 
Church be part of the Divine Covenant : then,as he who 
1s not admitted into this Church, is no Member of the 
Catholick, and has no Right to any of the Benefits of 
being a Member of Chriſt's Body ; ſo it is with every 
one who 1s excluded by Church-Cenſures, tho excom- 


municated for a {light Contempt or Negle&, nay, for a 
wrongful Caufe. 


Your Anſwer to this, is of one who lives in Eng- 
land, and renounces Communion 3 when the Queſtion 


is of withdrawing, or refufing, becaufe of real Scru- 
ples, which you will have to be an'«dberirg to their own 
private Fancies, and to proceed from Pride and Opiniv- 


wativentſs, 


- CN.  __ _—_— W7=4 *- 
- ky... Was 
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1tiveneſs, becauſe they don't believe as the Church 
believes. | 6 

But then you ſay 1n general Terms, Whoever is excom- þ,,.. , 
municated from one ſound Part of the Catholick Church, is 
excommunicated from all. 

Whether this be upon the Suppoſition, that every 
ſound Church is bound to ratify the Cenſures of ano- 
ther 3 and that he who divides from. his Biſhop's Altar, 
divides from a Myſtical Head,) anſwering to the Jewiſh 
High-Prieſt, as is taught by him from whom you borrow 
the Notion, [hat Chriſtianity is nothing but Myſtical Ju- 
daiſm ; perhaps one may know hereafter. 

But if a Man excommunicated from one ſound Part, 
be, as you would have him, by conſequence cut off from 
the whole Catholick Church, that Church to the Unity 
of which you ſay the Influences of the Divine Spirit are xc. of Caſes 
confined ; to what purpoſe 1s your Diſtinction between of Conſe. p.48. 
a Judicial Sentence, and an AG of a- Man's own Choice? , 
For you ſuppole, the Man chuſes that which juſtifies the »o»=,p. 7: 
Sentence. And how can you ſay, you will not pretend 
to determine the Final State of Men 2 Whereas he who 
dies after ſuch a Sentence, unreſtored to the Church- 
Communion, dies in a Condition, as you tell us, de- 
privd of all the [»fluences of the Divine Spirit, and con- 
ſequently of all Means of Salvation. And 'tis but ſmall 
Comfort for ſuch a Man, that the Church did not de- - | 
fign his Damnation, * Becauſe the Church caſts no Man out pid, Vindic. 
Y 4 State of Salvation 5, that this excludes them from a *% the Def. 
State of | Salvation, is not the A& of the Church, but God's ©'* ® 
AF, As if you ſhould fay, that when you caſt an in- 
nocent Man out of your Ship, into the valt Ocean, | 
where he is ſure to periſh 3 that the excludes the poor | 


Wretch from the State of Life, is not your A&, but God's. 
E D 2 Truly 
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Truly, Sir, how much ſoever you way {light the way 
of asking Queſtions, I think it better to ask you, Whe. 
ther you believe a Man, thus put out of the State of 
Salvation by God himſclf, can be fav'd of his own ne 
tural Power, without the Influence of the Divine Spirit, 
which it ſeems he is depriv'd of by a fallible Sentence} 
than to charge you with 'Pelagianiſm, when you think 
you determine nothing of the Man's Final State. 

But I amſure, Our Church teaches us, that, It 7s the 
Holy-Ghoſt, and no other Thing, that doth quicken the 
Minds of Men, ſtirring up good and godly Motions in 
their Hearts, which are agreeable to the Will and (ommand.- 
ment of God, ſuch as otherwiſe, of their own crooked and 
perverſe Natures they ſhould never have. 


' The other Horn of my formidable Dilemma, as you 
{lightingly call it, you avoid with becoming Caution; 
and ſuppoſing it to be aim'd againſt all manner of Oblj- 


gation to Communion with this Church, take not its real 
Force, which is, That if this Submiſſion or Obedience 
be no part of the Divine Covenant, then it may ſo hap- 
pen, that a Man living here may be a e/Member of the 


| Catholick Church, tho he is not in Communion with this ſound 


Charch, To which you give not the leaſt colourable 
Anſwer. 
And I believe by this time you ſee, or at leait, others 
will ſee, that the Suppoſition that he ought to commu- 
nicate, if Communion may be had, is not to the Queſt 
on, Whether this be part of the Divine Covenant, or 
no? For if it be part of the Divine Covenant, then 
I muſt confeſs, 'twill not be a ſufficient Excuſe, that the 
Submiſſon is not neglected or contemn'd ; for it ought 
to be aual, whatever be the Scruple ; eſpecially # 
the 


[ 27 J > . | 


the Thing enjoined be not unlawful in it (elf, tho it 'S 
tein the Conſcience of the Party. 
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But then to the Query, Whether Diſſenters may not Leiter, p. 9. Ih. 


wply, that they are ready to communicate, if the Communion 
le not clogg d with ſome Things, which are no part of the 
Divine Covenant £ You ſay, The Reply is weak and in- 


tinent, becanſe Obedience in all lawful Things is in a large ily 


Nition part of the Divine Covenant ;, and the Suppoſition is, 
if communicatirg where Communion may be had, 

Now the Queſtion being put of their ſcrupling the 
Lawfulneſs, I leave it to your ſclf to conltder, whether 


ual, 


3, The third Head or Query, which concerns the Letter to .2-. 


Derivation of Church-Power from Chriſt himſelf, you **”*# | "1 


wpoſe rot to belong to you. 

But ſurely, at firſt fight, before one hears your lear- 
(ed Anſwer, one would think it ſtrange, . how it ſhould teter, p.4.;. 
ome to-paſs, that you ſhould admit the Diſlenters to 
ave full Church-Power amongſt them; and yet charge 
tem with Schiſm, for not communicating with us; 
wile you ſuppoſe, that whoever communicates with 
em will be guilty of Schiſm.. 

Methinks Mr. D.'s Ground of charging them herein 
Smuch more plauſible 3 which is, That they are Schif- 
raticks in dividing from them, who derive all Church: 
'ower. within this Nation from our Saviour, and his 

poſtles, excluſively of- all others. But pray, is the 

wrch-Power in the hands of our Conformiſts, by rea- 
n of the Divine Law, or becauſe of the Civil Law, 
ch makes them. the governing Part ? : 


o i Re Ow 


- + m_ —_— 3 
ws = ua vs 4 runs. —_ —— OS 
. *. PY Ss a+ +406 — 
- AP - re % 


> — =_ m_ 
— OS Lf - _- 


|; 
our Church does not condema this Opinion as *Pharz- * . nn 
% 1.45 

[ 


ms a 


—__ 
PI. —_——_—_ 


[28 ] 
If it be by reaſon of the Divine Law, Mr. D, ij 
the right, notwithſtanding all that you ſay againſt hin, 
If it be by the Civil Law, then the Reaſon why Tough 
to communicate with Conformiſts, and not with Diflen. 
ters, 1s by reaſon of a Difference made by Human Layy 
And then ſee if you can anſwer what you ſay againſ 
Mr. Hamphreys his peaceable Deſign of uniting the Epi 
Vindicat- of copal Men, Presbyterians, and Independents, under ons 
P. 4, & 5. * Civil Government 3 where you ſay, If the Evil and Sin. 
fulneſs of Separation conſiſted only in Obedience to Human 
Laws, I ſhould think it a barbarows Thing to make an) 
Laws, which ſhall enſuare Men in ſo great a Guilt. 


= | But in Anſwer to my Queſtion, - 


Letter, p.10. You own that a Lay-man may preach the Goſpd, MW, 
where there is none of the Clergy. But ſince you here 
ſet aſide the Queſtion of the Derivation of Power from 
under our Saviour, and his Apoſtles, or from the DM 
vine Law ; how come diſſenting Miniſters to be Schil Mp 
maticks for preaching the Goſpel ? or they not to be Mp 
Schiſmaticks,who refuſe to communicate with them,even MW, 
wherethey r<quire no Terms of Communion,not only not 
unlawful, but perhaps which are no way differing from 
what Chriſt himſelf requires? ( 

The firſt Query here was upon ſuppoſition, that youſW 4, 
would in no caſe allow a Church to be gathered with-Wj 
out a conſtant Succeſſion of Church-Miniſters ; which 
tho you deny to. follow from your DoGrine, is but the 
Conſequence of many of your  Aſſertions, particul 

ne). of Cal Of theletwo: (I1.) That it is abſurd to gather a C 


ſes, p. 7, 22+ Out of a Church of baptized Chriſtians, and divide Neth 
bour-Chriſtians into diftint# Communions. (2.) ” oy 
| thert 
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there cannot be two diftin&® Churches, for diſtin Commu- 
nions, in one City or Nation. I 

Taking it for granted, as T had reaſon, that you went 
herein upon the Authority of the Church-Officers, I 
axk'd, 
Whether this would not put the Being of our Church 

upon an hazardous I{lue, and oblige your ſelf to prove, 
WH that 'twas a true Church before the Reformation ? 
WH Which ſurely is no remote Conſequence from the Sup- 
Wl poſition that the C hurch-Power was lodged with them of 
WH the Church of '[Fome before, in oppoſition to which our 
Church was erected, and out of which it was gathered. 

But then you ſay to my ſecond Query upon this, 
That there was not the ſame Necet{ity for private 
Chriſtians, reforming from an Antichriſtian Church, to 
warp the Miniſtry, as there is for a Lay-man in an Heathen , 
Nation, 

But you do not obſerve, that the Force of this lies in 
the Suppoſition, that the Power was lodg'd with the 
Popiſh Clergy 3 upon which account the Acts of the 
Reformed Miniſtry, in oppoſition to them, would be 
but like the Acts of Lay-men. 

And you know who has aſlerted, 


—_ 


- WMenfble Power, ſo as to leave no Place for Appeal concerning 

ll We Practice of ſuch Government : And they are the moſt 

, ain, as well as the moſt competent Judges of their own 
mentions. 


But ſhould we have recourſe to ſuch (burch-Gover- 
ws, pray do you think they would ſay, you have 
Oorer of keeping up a Form of Church-Government 

| uy. 
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That Recourſe ought to be had to the Intention of the v:d.Mr D's 
Uburch-Governors, Eccleſiaſtical *Power-being their Gift : XP © 


Mr, Baxter, 


Hnd this does oblige all to a fri dependance on the ſupreme p ,;,81,:2, 
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in oppoſition to theirs, or that your Officers are bette 


Dr oi. P-369 choice, ſeparate themſelves from their Biſhops, and uniy 


overthrow your Aflertion, as to Separation, even fron 


[. 30 ] 


than Lay-men? To put this home to you, I ſhall her: 
ſubjoin a Paſſage of your own. 
Should a Company of private Chriſtians, on their ogy 


into a GC hurch-Society, this were « Church-Fa@Gion and 
Schiſm, and all they did were null and void. 

Here you muſt adarit, that a Miniſter Epiſcopally or. 
dained, may poſſibly join with them in this Separation 
from the Biſhop z or elſe you will allow of what wil 


the moſt ſound Church. 

Wherefore this being admitted, and it being laid gene. 
rally, ſhew me, if you can, wherein this differs from 
Mr. D. at leaſt, how Separation from Papilts, or from 
whatever unlawful Terms of Communion, can upon 
your Hypotheſs be freed from Schiſm. 

You afſure us, you do not charge our Diſſenters with 
Schiſm, from the Invalidity of their Orders, but fron 
their cauſleſs and ſinful Separation. And tho they haye 
true Orders, and are trxe Churches, but yet divide Chriji 
an Communion, by ſeparating from any ſound Part 'of tl! 
Chriſtian Church, they are Schiſmaticks 5 nay, if it were 
only in ſeparating from each other. 

Wherefore ſince Separation, and ordinarily refuſing 
tocommunicate where one never did, but as you ſup: 


TC aw ——y pa 


poſe, ought, come to the ſame thing, you cannot blame | 
me, if I repreſent your Notion to be, That where there | 
are ſeveral Churches within a Nation, which here you © 
admit of, whether one of theſe Churches has Authority , 


over the Members of the other, or no yet he whore 
faſes to communicate with any one of theſe, is a Schil 
matick : And ſo you make it in relation to Churches r 


C.veral Nations. . 


SY A 
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" If this be your meaning, as I take it to be, then you 


| have no reaſon to cry out of Miſ-repreſentation, and vas. rs. 


4 9h together Things of a different Nature, when 
[ as, 


Query-4. Whether from the Suppoſition, that there is to [bid. 


be but one Ghurch-Covenaut throughout the Catholick, Church, e 


that there cannot be one true Church within another ® And 
that the Nature of Gatholick Communion is ſuch, that ove 
ought to be ready to communicate with any ſound Church, | 


fram which one is not hindred by reaſon of the Diſtance 


of Place £ 


It does not follow. 

Here you ſtop me before you make an Anſwer, as if I 
did not fairly, to take every one of theſe Propoſitions 
for yours, or 1n tacking together ſome Things not very 
conſiſtent with each other. Becauſe you had in ſome 
place aſſerted, that there could be'but one Chureh 72 one Pag. t2; 
Place 3 therefore it ſeems, not only our Diſlenters, but 
allo Foreigners living here, are without any Church. 


| Tho to avoid the Force of my Queſtions, now you 


would admit, that the Diſſenters may have ſufficient 
Church-Officers and Power, but however, that they are 


 Schiſmeaticks, if it were only for dividing from each Anſwer to 4. 


208, P. 11. 


other. 

You had faid further, that nothing can juſtify the Di- 
ſtintion of Chriſtians into ſeyeral Churches, but only 114, p. rz. 
ſuch a Diſtance of *Place, as makes it neceſſary and expedi- 
ent t0 po them under the Condui# and Government of ſe- 
veral Biſhops. 7 


What that Diſtance of .Place is, which makes this ne- 


Ccelſary and expedient, you are not pleaſed to inform us. 
but nothing, it ſeems, but Diſtance, can with you juſtify 
E 2 
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a Diſtintion of Churches, be the Terms never ſo un- 
lawful; which is but the ſame in cfte&t with what you 
had ſaid elſewhere, as that 'tis abſurd to gather a Church 
out of a Church of baptized Chriſtians. Nay further, here 
1s more wholeſom Dofrine, which is, That no Dj. 
ſtintion of Churches is juſttfiable, but under Biſhops, 
Yet alas! you do not diſpute againſt the Diflenters Form 
of Church-Government, or deny their being rightly in. 
veſted with Church-Power, no, not you. 

But it lies not upon me to reconelle you to your ſelf; 

nor can you deny the having ſaid a Thing 1m one place, 
becauſe of the contrary 1n another. 
The only Propoſition which you can ſeem to. deny 
with any colour,. is, That one ought to be ready to commu- 
nicate with any ſound Church, from which one is not hindred 
by diſtance of Place. But ſurely 'tis full enough to this 
purpoſe, that, 

The Exerciſe of true Chriftian Communion in a particular 
Church, is nothing elſe but the Exerciſe of Catholick Com- 
munion in a particular Ghurch, which the Neceſſity of Af- 
fairs requires, ſince all the Chriſtians in the World cannit 
zaeet together for As of Worſhip. But there is nothing in 
all theſe 4GFs of Communion, which does more peculiarly 


| write ws to ſuch a particular Church, than to the whole 


7h;d, p.26, 


Church. 

Again, To be in Communion with the Church, ſignifies 
be a Member of it ; and that not of any particuler Church, 
as diſtinguiſh d from the whole Gatholick (hmrch, but to be « 


Member of the one Body of Chriſt, and. of every found 


. Part of it. 


Wherefore as a Man 1s a- Member of every ſound 
Church, ſure he may communicate with any ſound 


Church, if Diſtance do not hinder z nay, the refuſing 


Communion. 


1 LC 33 ] 


Communion in ſach Caſe, is the very Schiſm which you | 


all along declaim againſt. | 
Having thus fix'd upon you every one of theſe Pro- 
poſitions, ( for the firlt of them I cannot believe that 
you will yet deny. ) * 
I ſhall conſider with you what follows. 
Wherefore I ſtill aſſert, 


Either that the French *Proteitants have no Church here, 


 but-are Schiſmaticks, in not communicating with ours Or 
that ours is guilty of Schiſm, in making the Terms of Goms- 
munion ſo ſtreight, that it is not the Duty of every one, 
tho a licenſed Stranger, to communicate with this Ghnrch. 
Now to avoid the Queſtion here, you have a pretty 


Viz, but one 
Church. Cove. 


nant, 


Three Letters, 
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Notion, whereby you would make French Proteſtants 


to have no Church, calling them an Eccleſtaftical Colony, 
belonging to the Church abroad. But all Church- 
Power being exerciſed amongſt themſelves here, you 
have no more ground to call them an Eccleſeaſtical Colony, 
in reſpe& of the French Church, than you may call ours 
finreſpe@ of any other, t6 which we might have for- 
belonged, eſpecially fince they cannot meet with 
the Mother-Church in France, for As of Worſhip; and 
oe have your own allowed Diſtinftion from 
at. [5:4 
But if theſe refuſe to communicate with our Church, 
jou make Schiſmaticks of them, only excuſe them, as 
being exempted from the JuriſdiGion of this Church. 
But this you condemn, as being contrary to the 
Practice of the Primitive Church z and beſides, confider 
not what you {aid to Mr. Humphreys his Project 3 nor 
your charging the Diffenters with Schiſm, for not com- 
municating with each other, notwithſtanding that one 


cannot pretend Juriſdiction over the other ; and ſo m_ 
E 2 
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be in the ſame caſe with thoſe that are priviledged 


exempted. 
Wherefore the French Proteſtants are beholden t» 


you for a good Lift, 


But taking it for granted, that 'tis the Duty of theſe | 


French Proteſtants to communicate with our Church, 
when ever they are required, you take no notice of the 
Conſequence from. your Tenent, which 1s, that the 

ought notwithſtanding an Exemption; for elle it folloyy, 
that our Church is too. ſtreight in its Terms of Commy- 
nion-:. And.you cannot ſurely. but remember where we 


vindic, of the are taught, That. Union to the Body conſiſts in Union 16 
Def.of DrS'#l.. + haz Part which is next. 


Pr 390» 
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2. But I ask'd you further, Whether: it does not fol. 
low, from the Obligation to communicate, or to be 
ready to-communicate- with any true Church, where 
Diſtance does not hinder, that a Member of the Church 
of England is not obliged-to conſtant. Communion with 
that Church, but may occaſionally communicate with 
the French Church, nay, with Diſſenters too, if he be- 
lieves that any. of their Congregations 1s a true Men: 
ber of the Catholick Church. 

Here I lie under your ſore diſpleaſure, for turning 
your own Artillery apon you. And you think, No Mr 
in his Wits ever underſtood this Queſtion in any other Senct, 
than that whatever Church I can occaſionally communicat 
with, I am alſo bound to communicate conſtantly with, whewe 
ever ſuch Reaſons as are neceſſary to determine my Comm 
20n to a particular Church,. make it my Duty ſo to do. 

And a very doughty Queſtion this: is 3 for ſurely. 
beyond diſpute, that whatever ' neceſſarily determins 
wy. Communion to a particular ſound Church, make 


conſtant Communion with.it my Duty 3 and is mage 
| than: 


my, pu oy Lu ——— 
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than that what makes it my Duty, makes - it my Duty. 
But the Queſtion 1s, Whether any thing neceſſarily de- 
termines my Communion to a particular Church, and 
what it is? And thus I might leave you upon your 
Miſtake of the Queſtion. Burt, 

[ think 'tis demonſtrable, from what you your ſelf 
fy, that the Place does not determine my Communion 
with a found Church, no, not ſo much as ordinarily. 

You diſtinguiſh between a State of Communion, and 
dts of Communion - But unleſs a Man, tho he has ſuf- 
fcient Opportunities, may be 1n a State of Communion, 
without any aCtual Communion, I know not what is 


meant by ſaying, No A@ of. Communion more peculiarly reg1 of ©... 


nites us to any particular Church, than to the whole Chriſti. ſes, pag. 15. 
a Church 3, and that 'tis no Interruption of our Communi- 
m with the Church of England, to communicate aFually 
with any Church that is in Communion with it : And yet a 
Member, as. a Member, is in conſtant Communion. 

Perhaps indeed, if the Communion of Churches is 
ſupposd to be upon the Catholick eſſential Terms, a&tu- 
al Communion with a Church, which is in Communion 
with this, is no Interruption . or Suſpenſion of Com- 
munion with this. | 

But admit now, that the French Church, which you 
lay is in Communion with ours, would be ready, if re- 
qured, to hold communion with us in every Point 
wherein we may ſeem to differ, but yet ſhould keep up 
their ſeparate Meetings or. Aſſemblies 5 and an Engliſh 
Proteſtant,.. believing: that he may receive moſt Benefit 
rom their Preachers, ſhould never actually communi- 
cate with our.Charch, but always with that 5 would he 
tein a State of Communion with our Church, or no? 
And tho. the Civil Power has made a Diſtin&ion of Fs 

| riſhes, , 
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| and then you may thimk your ſelf beholden to me, for 
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riſhes, and ſome other Places appointed or allowed by 
its Laws, in one of which it requires the Sacramentsq 
be received at ſuch and ſuch times : If they receive ng 
in any of theſe Places, will the receiving with the Frey 
Church juſtify them, and free them from the danger 
being excommunicated as Sehiſmraticks £ If it will 
as you muſt acknowledg, then either the French Churc, 
1s not 1n communion with us, whereas you f:y, they a 
in communion with #4 3 or elſe communicating with | 
Church in communion with ours, 1s not a Communion 
with our Church. | 
Nay, and you ſay, that accordtmg to the Laws of 
Catholick Communion, nothing ut Diſtance of Place can 
ſuſpend our Obligation to aFual Commmuion. 
But if I may communicate with the French Church, 
as betag 1n communion with us, then the Place dog 
not. determine even my ordinary preſential or au 
Communion to ours 3 nor does it yet appear what 
does. 
But you offer at it, when you tell us, 'tis ſepara 
Power and Furiſdiftion, which determines this Matter; 
but ſeparate Communion would be Schiſmatical. 
But (till what Juriſdiction can there be to oblige me, 
contrary to the Terms of Catholick Communion, which 
( according to your own conceſſion) will ſuffer me to 
wander ? Is it the Civil Power, as it unites us under a 
National Church? Pray remember how you run 
Mr. Humphrezs down, upon the Suppoſition that the 
Civil Power ſhould take off the Obligation to Epiſcopd 
Communion. 
Is it the Divine Right ? Pray conſider Mr, D. agait 


bringing your Notions under the Prote&Qion of ſo n- 
gemous a Perſon. ln 


(7 ] « io 
In the mean yyhile be pleafed to ſhew wherein you if 
differ from him, when you ſuppoſe you have found 4 Defence of if 
National Church antecedent ta any Eiuman Authority. Dr. S. p. 585- L 
For this 1s eitheras you make the Union of the Biſhops & 


to be the National Church, or the Union of the Cler 
and Laity together. If you make it to confiſt in t ' 
Union of the Brſhops, then certainly to make that axre- bf 
eedent fo Human Autbority, you muſt betake your ſelf to 
D—liſm 3 at leaſt, you have not yet invented any 
other way, tho a working Head may do Wonders. | 
If the Union be of Clergy and Laity together, then | 
tis by Confent, which is Humane Contract or Apree- 
ment, and is the ſame with Humane Law, by you ex- 


ploded. - | 
And Conſent, you fay, is al? that is neceſſary to unite a Page 566, 
Budy or Society in one Communion. ſupra. 


| 
[WH But then this Conſent you hold to be meceſſary by 2 
{WH Divine Law. And here indeed is Cardo re. 
Well then, this Conſent, which is neceſfary by a Di- 

! MW vine Law, 1s either in Fundamentals only, or in Funda- 
; Winentals and Accidentals too. 

Whatever Church differs from a ſound Church in 
: Wfundamentals, is certainly zpſo faiZo cut off from Chriſt's 
b MWbody, without Excommunication. 
oF but the: Queſtion is, Whether if in Accidentals only 
a 


the danger be the ſame ? 
0 Dr. Stzllizgfleet ſays, it isnot 5 and you have not yet 7. Preface 
proved 1t ts. to the 3 Let- 


ters, - 


l 

18 Indeed you talk very wiſely of the Catholich Church, 
phich is the Root and Fountain of Unity, and was ante- Vindic p.24, 

ny F-4ent to particular Churches. 

or WY But I would gladly know whether theſe Accidentals 

fre antecedent too 3- or whether it is not the wes get 
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of Unity, only upon the account of the Fundamental 
eſſential to it. 

Speak home to this, and ſhame all the Orthodox 
Writers before you, and of this Agr, if you pleaſe, 
Aſſure your-ſelf, my concern was only to admoniſh your 
ſelf, and your unthinking Hearers, of the Danger I con. 
ceiv'd to-lie in your way, If neither you will retraG,nop 
they -— as your Authority, however I have diſcharg4 
my elf. 

"Bur it not being improper for me to make ſome En. 
quiry into the Political Conſtitution of a Church, ox, 
as it is founded on Conſent, which, as was before cited, 
is all that is neceſſary to unite a Body or Society into on 
Communion, Here 'tis preſumed, that the Conſent ofthe 
Minor Part is (0 :ncluded in the Major, that every one 
is bound, as he would avoid the damnable Sin of Schiſy, 
to conform to that ſound Church, or particular Way of 
Worſhip, which carries it by moſt Voices. But ſuppoſe, 
that according to Mr. Humphreys his Model, ſeveral 
Ways ſhould be left indifferent 3 or that the Number of 
Voices ſhould be equally divided 3 or where there are 
three Negatives, it could not be agreed by all three, 
dividing by a National AG from a falſe Way of Wor: 
ſhip ; which of the diſtinct Communions 1a the true 
Way {hould be the National? Would not more than 
one Church in ſuch caſe be conſiſtent with one Civil 
Government? And can it be made appear, which of 
theſe is the Root and Fountain of Unity, according 
to your Cabaliſtical Ternis, to which the others ought 

to unite. 
- But ſuppoſe one of the Churches carries it by pl- 
rality of Votes, and looking upon all others as Schif 
matica), and therein as Heretical too, ſhould, with the 
Africa 


f\ 
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African Fathers, deny theſe Schiſmaticks, their Commu- 
non, unleſsthey ſhould be re-baptized, which you own 
to have been a Miſtake in thoſe Fathers : Pray, would 
they ſtill continue Schiſmaticks, who would refuſe to 
come in upon thoſe Terms? Or would the prevailing 
Party, which vigorouſly inſiſted on this, be Schiſmatical ? 

But as you ſay, that there ought to be but oe Church, 
nd one Communion in one place ;, and that Diſſenters axe 
Schiſmaticks in ſeparating from each other, as well as fron 
the Church of England, while they live in England. I de- 
fire you to reſolve me one Queſtion ; which is this. 

Whether the Chriſtian Church at Rome, gathered ont of 
the Gentiles in the time of the Apoſtles, or that diſlin@ 
Church which was gathered out of Fews, was the Church of 
the Place £ | 

You will ſay, No doubt that the Church gathered 
from among the Gentiles, was the only ſound Church. 
But what think you then of thoſe poor Jews, who 
through the Miſ-fortune of their Education were ſo 
wedded to-the Jewiſh Rites, that they thought them 
neceſſary to be retained along with Chriſtianity z which 
(as you do) probablythey thought to be nothing elſe bur 
myſtical Judaiſm 5 and would not communicate in thoſe 
Chriſtian Congregations, which believed thoſe Rites to 
be aboliſhed by the Chriſtian Religion 2 

Were theſe poor Men Schiſmaticks, and as bad as Myr- 
derers and Adulterers & 

If they were, they might well argue, that our Saviour 
Mtroduced a very hard Law, which not only obliged 
them to a ſeverer Mortification of their Appetites and 
Deſires, but required of them upon pain of Damnation, 

d at againſt their Conſciences in thoſe very things 
which they ſcrupled,as they thought by Divine one 
| F ut 


Vindic, of the 
Defence, p.14: 
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But as to. their Caſe, Dr. Stillingfieet tells us, that, [ 


was agreed by all the Governours of the Chriſtian Church, 


that the Fewiſh Chriſtians ſhould be left to their own Liberty 


ont of reſpect to the Law of Moſes, and out of regard to thy 


Gal..c. 2-I 3. 


"Peace of the Chriſtian (hurch, which might have been ex. 

treamtly bazarded, if the Apoſiles had preſently ſet then: 

ſelves againſt the obſerving the Jewiſh Cuſtoms among the 
ews themſelves. | | 

But if it had been abſolutely neceſlary to Catholick: 
Communion that there ſhould be but one Church in a 
place. The Apoſtles, who were the Governours, would 
never have (uffer'd this: Which fince they did, I con- 
ccive it directly concluſive againſt your Notion. 

Nor is it to be ſuppos'd, that theſe Jews had no di. 
ftinit Church-Officers. For Timothy might have been 
over a Church of converted Jews, being circumcisd, 
which for ought we know was for that very end. 

Nay, St. Peter himſelf withdrew, and ſeparated himſelf 
from the Gentiles : And, as St.'Paul told him, would com- 


pel (to wit, by his Example) the Geriiles to live as dothe 


EWs. 

But will you ſay, (as you muſt, if you are conf:- 
ſtent with your ſelf) that St. Peter was a Schiſmatick 
by this ? | 

You ſay, There cannot be any competition betwixt in 


 Ghurches;, becauſe there muſt be but one ix the ſame place. 


How far this agrees with the fore-going Inſtance, you 
would do well to confider. 

If in this matter I have faſtened any abſurd. Propoft- 
ons upon you, tis not, I conceive, for want of due re- 
BA rd of my own Repntation, or the common "Principles f 


onefty ; you well know the old Obſervation, #10 aa! 
As 


abſurdo ſequuntur mille, 


=D” O22 =ST 53 => 
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5, As to my Query about virtual Baptiſm, you ſay,You 
ſpeak, only of the neceſſaty of viſible Communion in viſible 


Members : And theſe you ſuppoſe not capable of Com- 
munion with the viſible Church, not being made Mem- 
bers. But the Queſtion 189, Whether they be not made 
Members of the inviſible ? And if they be, your Notion, 
of the abſolutle neceſſity of being viſibly received into 
Communion, falls. 

6. As to that of a profeſt Atheiſt 3 you here.place a,cyr to .2- 

both him and a Sch;ſwratick 1n the fame ſtate of Excluſion nnzz. p. z1. 
from the Catholick Church. Yet it may be a Queſtion, 
Whether by our unwary wording things, you do not 
ſuppoſe that the Atheilt is intituled to Acts of Commu- 
nion, but the Schiſmatick is not. The firſt you ſeem 
to ſuppoſe to be in a State of Covenant with God. 

For a Church-State and a Covenart-State you make rel. p 6. 
the ame thing : And if it be not, or that Baptiſm does 
not give us this, you argue that, ther 4 Han may be in 
lovenant with God through Ghriſt, and yet be no Member of 
briit : or, he may be a Member of Chriſt, viz. as baptiz'd, 
me yet no Member of his * Body, which is the Church, 

Nay, in your glorious Vindication, you number Schi/- 
nicks among them who you ſay, ſhall at the laſt day be 
aged, not as Infidels, but as wicked and Apoitate Chri- 

HANS, 

7. The ſeventh Query, which goes upon that Ground Vindic. of the 
which you give, and do not yet recede from) for the "Hara x 
kllef of your lodging Church-Power ſo with the Cler- p. 6. | 
Y, that they who conform not to them, or who incur ,,, _, _ _.. 
ter Diſpleaſure,would be in a woful,Caſe; you anſwer to the or. p.8. 
My with a Scoff; but ſay not whether the Clergy are 
& Church Repreſentative, or whether what 1 urge 

ould follow from that Suppoſition, or no. | 
F 2 Theſe 


£ 


\ 
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Theſe were the general Queſtions 3 and whether 
moſt of them were impertinent, or are now fairly an. 
{wered, 'tis for others to determine.. 

From hence I am obliged to follow you to my three Set, 
of Dwerjies,as you call them, relating to ſveral Propoſition 
and the parting-blow of four Queries relating to the Text, 

Becauſe of my asking Queſtions concerning your 
Senſe of our Saviours Promiſe to his Apoſtles, which 
you {ſcem to ſuppoſe to go along with Church-Gover. 
nours in - Succeſſion, as diftinguiſh'd from the Body of 
Chriſtians, and without allowing private Chriſtians that 
ſhare which the Words of the Promiſe import ; yo 
intimate my defigning to confute our Saviour, and bur 
leſque his Inſtitution. 

But to uſe moſtly your own Expreſiions, if my de- 


ſign of Charity, and to deliver that bleſſed Inſtitution 


from the Freaks of an Enthuſtaitick, Fancy, and to ex- 
pound it to a plain and eaſy Senſe, ſuch as is agreeable to tie 
Underſtanding of e/Men, and worthy of the Spirit of God, 
be to burleſque Scripture, 1 acknowledg the Charge. 


To my firſt Quſtion : 

Whether our Saviour's Promiſe of Divine Aſſiitance,dia 
not extend to all the /Members of the Ghurch, conſidering 
every Man in his reſpe&ive Station and Capacity, as wi 
as to the Apoitles as Church-Governours e 

You anſwer 3 That there are Promiſes which relatth 
the whole Church ; and "Promiſes which belong to particu 
Chriitians, as well as Promiſes which relate particular} 


the Apoitles and Gguernours of the Church. 


Well, for the comfort of us poor Lay-men, there a 
ſome Promiſes which relate to us. ' 
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It being ſo, then I may well ask, 


< 
2. Whether it ſignifies any thing fo ſay, there is no Pro- 
miſt 10 particular Churches, provided there be to particular 
Perſons, ſuch as are in Charity with all Men, and are ready 
WM to communicate with any (hurch, which requires no more of 
| them than what they conceive to be their Duty, according to 
the Divine Govenant # 


M You think it hard to &4now what this Duery means. 
WW But ſurely 'tis material to know, whether or no ſuch 
Men may be ſaved, otherwiſe than under Church-Go- 
vernors. And truly you tell us pretty plainly, (I wiſh 
MM for your own ſake, it had been a little more covert ) that 
1 ſich have no Promiſes, but as Members of the Church, * 
.M that is, of the viſfibleChurch, under Church-Officers, if | 
WW you anſwer to the purpoſe. You add indeed, Wher: 
Communion may be had upon lawful Terms; I hope this 
implies, that 'tis poſſible the Terms may be unlawful. | 
Which yields me my fourth Queſtion upon this Mat- r14. Query 4: 
ter. But it likewiſe yields, That if the Terms are un- 
- lawful, private Chriſtians are entitled to theſe Promiſes, 
tho not viſibly admitted into a Church-State 3 which is 
contrary to what you all along drive at. 
But it ſeems however, your Charity to theſe Men, who 
think the Terms ſuch as they ought not to comply with, # 
bo great, tO believe them guilty Schiſt ”w, 4 adhering Letter to .2- 1 tf 
to their own private Fancies, in oppoſition to Church-Authori- nonymu:,p.:4. ih 
ty, out of Pride and Opinionativeneſs z which God alone 
can judg, | 


lM... MA. —— 
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3. The third Query is, Whether if the Promiſe you 
mention be confined to the Apoſtles, as Church-Governors, 
it will not exclude the (vil Power # 

To which you anſwer, That the Civil and Eccleſi- 
aſtical Power are very diſtin, but very conſiftent. But 
ſuch a Power in the Church-Officers, as would make 
them the Church-Repreſentative, and prevent a National 
Reformation, tho by the Civil Power, is of another 
Nature. Nor do you think fit yet to declare, what 
the Power is which you would have lodged in Church- 
Officers. 

\ But for fear you ſhould go beyond your Warrant in 
this Matter, I ſhall mind you of what our Church tea- 
ches. us, which 1s, that, 

We muſt not think, that this Comforter was either promi- 
ſed, or elſe given only to the Apoſtles, but to the Univerſal 
Church of Chriſt, diſperſed through the whole World. And 
ſpeaking of Chriſt's Promiſe, that the Spirit of Truth 

hould abide with them for ever, and that he would be always 
with them ; he meaneth, (aith Qur Church, by Grace, Ver- 


tue and Power 5 and that (it ſays) was indifferently to 
all that ſhould believe in him, through their ( the Apoſtles) 


Words, that is, to wit, for his whole Church. 


To my Inferences from the ſecond Propoſition, which 
_ Teonfider apart : : 


You make ſuch an Anſiver, as if we had been at 


croſs Purpoſes. nt, 
For my Queſtions were grounded upon your afler- 


ting, without any limitation, That 'tis abſard to gather 4 


Church out of aChurch of Baptized Chriſtians, And in- 


deed it is but a Golden Aphoriſm, wherein you epito- 
mize 
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mize a great Part of your Diſcourſes on this 
Subject. | 
And you anſwer, That the Independents are out in, , 
their way of gathering Churches 3 and that we ſepa- wmmwe,puzs. 
rated not from the Papiſts upon their Principles. Which 
1s nothing to the purpoſe. But you do confeſs indeed, 
that we may ſeparate from any Church of baptized Chriſti- 
ans, if their Communion be ſirful. 
But wherein the Difference lies, I know not; except 
by Separation, you would only have a withdrawing 
from Communion, but will not allow the ſetting up a 
diſtin Church-Communion, be the Cauſe of with- 
drawing never ſo juſt. Which unleſs you mean, I hope 
you will be ſo ingenuous to confeſs, this was not ſo wari- fr» OE 
ly worded, and ſo found as might have been. But if ”. 
you have a Patent to make Words ſignify what you 
pleaſe, beſides their natural and preſumable Intendment, 
to make generals particular, or vice vers, much good 
may it db you ; provided they afford you not a Loop- 
hole for the moſt uncharitable Cenſures. 
Yet give me leave, before I quit this, to demonſtrate, 
that you: have not anſwered fairly 1n reſtraining this, as 
CE only of Independents. Theſe were your own. 
ords : 
When there is one Church within the Bowels of another, Re(ol. of Ca- 
a new Church, gathered ont of a Church already conſtituted, {ot Conſe. 
and formed into a diſtin and ſeparate Society 3. this di- Md 
vides Chriſtian Communion, and is 4 notorious Schiſae. 
This is the plain caſe of the Presbyterian and Independent 
Churches, and thoſe other Conventicles of Sefaries which 
are among #4 : They are Churches i» a Church, Churches 
formed out of the Nationgl Church 3. by which means 
Chriſtians, who live together, refuſe to worſhip God in the 
ſame Aſſemblies. Pray: 
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Pray, Sir, would you have me fancy ſome gereral Scope 
and Deſign, which no Man can »nderſtand, from the 


_- 


Words you utter in any particular Place. 


This, I ſuppoſe, may fatisfy reaſonable Men, that 


all my Queries under this Head are not impertinent. 


The third, which was ſtill under the ſame Head, tho 
you would divide it, was this : 

Whether, as in the Primitive] Times, there was but one 
Biſhop, and conſequently one Church in a City, there are 
n0t now as many Churches within the National, as there 
are * Biſhopricks £2 | 

To which you anſwer, Every * Biſhoprick, is a diſtin 


Epiſcopal Church. Well then, how does that agree with _ 


the Primitive Rule, from which in another place you 
had occaſion to argue ? 

And you know, to mention no more, St.[gnativs, who 
liv'd in the firſt Century, ſays, 


Every Church has but one Altar, and one * Biſhop, with | 


the College of Presbyters, and the Deacons 5 which Biſhop, 
the In 1h with the Magiſtrates, #, T&@ Kotozet, nay, and 
Czſar himſelf muſt obey. Now except you will make all 
the Biſhops, and the Arch-Biſhop of Tork, but Paſtors 
to the Metropolitan of Carterbury, it may be a Queſtion 


how that Rule would hold good here. And how will 


this correſpond with what you ſay in the Book you 
would have your Notions tried by, where you fay, 
Every particular * Biſhop is the ſupreme Governour in bit 
own "wire 2: When, according»to this, he would be 
but one of the College of Presbyters? And that ſeems 
in your own Sence, to have been the Hereſy or Schiſm 
of the Novatians, that they weuld pretend to a as” 


> = oa oa 
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of their own, independent 'upon him whom the Ca- 
tholicks ſuppoſed to have been lawfully poſſeſt of the _ 
Church. And you known that caſe Occmpancy is ad- 57% We: ih. , 
judgd'tobe'a'good Title. * | | & bouk 

But then you ſay, Every Biſhop has relation to the whole Def. of Dr. 8: 
Chriſtian Church, and is to take care of Neighbouring Chur- v. 568. 
ches 3 and therefore thoſe Biſhops ſhould govern their 
(hurches by mutual Advice and Counſel. = 

But ſuppoſe they will not, any more than one Prince 


| will be governed by the Advice, of his Neighbour ; do 


not you make Independent Soveraigns of them ? But 
admit the Civil Power ſhould not interpoſe to the uni- 
ting of them. | 2 | 

4. Would not that which was the fourth Query 
prove to be not very impertinent ? | 


| Which is, Whether it is more abſurd that there ſhould le 1...... T6. 
Independent or Presbyterian Churches within the National, Dr. p. 26. 
than that there ſhould be ſo many Biſhopricks. 


But further as the Primitive Fathers made Schiſn to 
be in a dividing from the Biſhop 3 that is, as you will 


have it,\ were it only upon the account of Accidentals 


(tho St. Ig-atizs particulatly goes upon a Schiſm, 9i(ev, 7gn-r. ep. «d | 
or dividing from-Truth ). How, even upon the Notion ©*"* 
ofdividing in Accidentals, will he that divides from one 
biſhop, but yet communicates with another, be guilty 
chil? centage! 2g EP, 

-5. And then my 5# Suppoſal, which you here admit, 
that the Independents or Presbyterians have among 
them ſufficient Church-Officers and Power, as much as 


clears them from the Imputation of Schiſm, as it does 
lat Biſhop' and his Flock, who will not be impos'd 


G upon 


- ny 
. 


vindic. of the cate at" his Altar. And if it be lawful for-him tordeter- 
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upon by his Neighbouring Biſhop, but will bave Rites 
and Ceremonies different from the other, and with 
which he expets.that all {ſhould comply that communi 


mine rudifferent Circumfiances and external Soltwenitics ; 
you know, 'tis neceſſary to make thexw the Terms of Cor 
munien. WW-1'S -Y | Trove | 
' 6. Then the 6th Query relates to the Charitablene( 
of your, Cenfure of ſuch hoxeſt-minded Men, as com: 
municate with them. Where you fay, udeed you know 
»ot what Allowances Chriſt will make for the Miſtakes of well 
meaning Men. E2 
Tho elfe-where, as I have ſhewn, you deprive them 
of all the means of Salvation. 9 wee {2 
The Queries upon your Suppoktion, that the Inde- 
pendents exchude themſelves from Catholick Communi- 
on, by requiring of their Members a new Covenant, no 


part of the Baptiſmal Vow 3 I need not take any great 


Pains to re-aſlert. 


x. The firſt was, Whether axy Obſtacle to Catholick 
{ommunion brought in by Men, may not be a means of ac- 
priving Mer of it, as well as Covenant or Contra. 

2. If it may, ( which you do not deny ) will yauuo 


wpon this account make our Church more guilty than the Ix- 
; Ly "Baptiſm you own, is the jap which ad- 
writs into the Catholick Church; but they require no new 
Covenant at Baptiſm ; ergo, they admit into the Churil 
without any clog or hiuderance of bumway Invextion.. 


Now you, who it ſeems have been better acquainted 
with the ways of Separation than I can pretend to, del} 
wy Aljnor, and ſay that they beptize na Child int 4 
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ſuch Partnts es were 'in Church-Covenant with them. 

Having no time to be at preſent inſtryu&ed in their 
way, I will admit all this. to you, and will admit them 
faulty; But then the Queſtion js, Whether your Argu- 
ment will not equally concern qur Church. 

For it being put, asT do it juſt after, concerning an _Vid. proved 
Adult Perſon that would be received to Baptiſm 3 he 777.17; 
hnds this Rite of Ad neiſjior inſtituted by our Chureh. Separat. 

Upon which' he fcruples: | 

1 Whether the Rite of Admiſſion into this Church 
being made neceflary to his Admiſſion into the Catho- 
lick Church, the Rite ought not to have been only of 

2. Whether the ; Canon declaring that 'tis uſed. as 4 
lawful outward Ceremony and honeyrable Bedg, whereby the 
Infarit is dedicated to the Service of bins who died upon: the 
Croft; there is nat, according to the common and natu- 
nl Intendment of the Words, as much Efficacy aſcribed 
| tothis Rite-as there is to: Baptiſm it ſelf, of which our 


* herein: I was made a Member of Chriſt, the Child 
'of God, and an Inheritor of the Kingdom of Heaven. | 


Whereis, es here of like Signafication with whereby, 
ai&ta be fo taken by our Charch, when it Gys 5 
"By holy Promafes, with calling the Name of Gad to Homily of 
"Witneſs, we are made lively Members of Chriſt, when ſwearing, f. 47 
Fay go i Yi FI bio Ak 4 
Wherefore, in nogob | 
Be=e r. Whether ſuch a Man may not bonſtly (cru- 


——_ =} © we 


G2 _ 2, Whether 
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2. Whether it ought to be made a Term of Commy. 
nion to ſuch an one? | -- = 
3. Whether in ſuch caſe the enjoying this under ; 
Penalty - would -not ſufficiently anfwer i the end of 
Church Government, without making 1t''a 'Term of 
Communion, which you ſuppofe neceflary in every lay. 


tal Injunction. - 


But waving this, till you know my own Exceptions 
againſt the Sign of the: Croſs. ({ which tis not likely | 
ſhall ever have occalion' to except-againſt- upon ny own 
account, or my Childs, fince I think there can beno 
Magick in it to affeQtithe Infant). You would avoid the 
Suſpition of yielding to the like Accuſation-againſt our 
Church with that which you ſet up againſt the Indepen- 
dents, by this DiſtinQior: + -- + ASTRO YU 

That the Independent Chnreh 1s ſchiſmatical in its 
Conſtitution ; for admit this az u2lawful and ſinful Term 
of Communion, yet, (ay you, the Frame and eſſential Conſt 


 #ution of the Charch is not Schifmatical. 


But except you yield to.me: that. a matter enjoynd, 
tho it be not ſinful 1n its own nature, may be fo to the 
Party of whom 'tis required, and call this a ſinful Tern 
in that Reſpe& : be pleasd to confider again how 1 
Church commanding things ſinful, and admitting none 
into Cemmunion with it but upon thoſe finful Terms, 
can avoid the Imputation of being Schiſmatical in its 
Frame and eſſential Conſtitution, any more than the Inde 
pendents for requiring anew Chureh-Covenant. . 

If you ſay, the Churchimay/ quit. thoſe Terms, and 
{till continue a ſound Church : ſo may they .:and: yt 
continue Independent. $7114 IM 

But if T ought-to learn my: Cztechi/an:from onr Church 
it {c1f, rather than from any DoGtor in it, I an 
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that wherever there is any Congregation- or Fellowſhip o 1176s. 
God's faithful and ele People, built npon the F ——__ Hem 
of the- Apoſtles and "Prophets, Jeſus Chriſt being the Head 
Corner-ſtone';, that muſt be ſuch a Church as'carmot poſ. 
fibly differ in itsefſential Frame and Conſtitution from 
any other ſound Church. PY 

But when you fay, 'Tis impoſſible that a Church, which 
15 n0t $ chiſmat ical, ſhoul d excommunicate Schiſ7 matically , 
tis worth enquiring, whether you mean, That tho it 
does enjoin Terms finful' and! unlawful in-themfelves, 
and excommunicate them who' cannot comply in' ſuch 
Matters, it has, by that exercife of its Power of the 
Keys, deprived thoſe Difſſenters of Catholick Communi-- 
on, as not being Schifmatical in ns eſſential Frame and 
Conſtitution. ' | han 
\ Being excellent good at leaving ont the Force of any 
Queſtion, to which you are loth to give a dire& Anſiver, 
you ſay, ' my three firſt Quertes relating to the meaning 
of the Text, come onely to this, - 
. Wibether every particular Church may not be called the Body 
of Chriſt 2 i. ora 
 idees it was, Whether it might not be an entire Body 2 
And you yield tny Queſtion-3: yet you ſay, all the Chur- 
ches in the World are but one'Body, and muſt be but one 
Communion. Which if you will allow to be by virtue 
of a myſticab or ſpiritual Union, need not be difputed. 
\ Yet it being a Queſtion, Whether'you would yield 


aparticular- Church 'to be a proper Body of Chriſt ; 


way might Fnot-ask, Whether it-may not atleaſt* be ta- 
ken ſd if a /MetaphoricaFSence 2's NN 

And ſurely you, who have been'chargd'to turn the, 
Prieſthood 'of our Saviour from proper into Metaphori- 14 Cynins. 
cl, might. well enough underſtand- what I meant: by ation p-119- 


ths. Word. - But: 
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But if you conſider the Force of the Queſtion upon 
the Text, it is to know your Warrant for arguing, tha 
it 8 always Schiſm to refuſe the Communion of any 
found Church, where-ever you find it, whether it hx 
Authority over you, or nq5 from a Text, which onh 
charges Schiſm upon Members of the ſame' particuly 
Church, or Bady of Chriſt, with which they did a&y. 
ally communicate. 


For my 4th Query fram the Text, of the Nature of 
Schiſm, you condemn me to the Drudgery of examiriing 
the Defence of Dr. Stillizgfleet : But as you ſpeak not 
direQly ta it, I (hall here take it for unanſwered; ye] 
ſhall not deny it ſome Conlideration in its due time. 

But thus you ſay, you have honeſtly anſmered all my 
Queries in my firſt Letter : And truly the Judgment of 
Charity obliges me to hope that you have, according to 
the Intention of your awn Mind. And yet 'tis a very 
cult thing to believe, that you ſhould not have diſcern- 
ment enough. of your ſelf, to. fee through al your fall 


Colours, 

{f they are Errors of yaur Underſtanding, I hope 
God will not call you to fo ſevere an Account for then, 
as you threaten to welk wearing Diſſenters.  ' 


My fcond Letter you may, if you pleaſe, term prr- 
viſp, for conjuring you, as a Proteſtant Divine, to 
an{wer my Doubts categorically,and'that without refer: 
TING 004 what Mr. D. or any. profeſt Papiſt had wrt 
on that Subjet. But perhaps very few-Meo, that obs 
(crve. the  Nerghbourhogd of the  Dof@rines, throng) 
- Mediuxes not far differing, leading to the like End, wil 
much candemn the Caution which I there gave you. 
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Wherefore to vindicate my {elf to yon, 1 ſhall give a 
taſte of your Agreement with Popiſh Medinms. And 
ſince you diſown D-—/ifz,. hall as much as conveni- 
ently may be, ſtrip your Poſnions 'of what is directly 
his way. | ; | 

And perhaps it will not ſeem improbable, that you 
ſhould have borrowed fome of thoſe Argaments, which 
[ look upon as tending to, or proceeding from Unchari- 
tableneſs, from the Author of Charity maintained by Ca- 
ibolicks. 


. His Labour js, to prove all. Proteftants Schiſmaticks, via: 4... 
becauſe they withdrew from the Communion of the 29, cap.s. 


vilble Church 4 that is; ini his Sence; the Church of Rowe, 


and thoſe that were in Communion with her. And he 


rites St." Aſtz, to prove, That not a diver(e Faith, but 
the divided Society of Communion doth make Schiſma- 
ticks: From whence he argnes, *© That the Catholick 
'or Univerſal} Church is one Congregation or Company 
'of Faithful People, and therefore implies not only 
(Faith, to make them faithful Believers ; but alſo Com- 
*munion,” or common Union, to make them one in 
i Charity 5 which excludes Separation and Diviſion. 

*He goes on : ''* Py the Definition' of Schiſm may be 
"inferred, that the Guile thereof is contraQed, not only 
'by Divifionfrom the Univerſal Church, but alſo by a 
*Separation froma particular Church or Diocelſs, which: 
=—_ with the Univerſal . _. FREP) 
| Ton wonld prove, That Men, as. they would avoid 
the Sin of Schifm, muſt communicate with the Neatio- 
rd (yrch, or with ſome Church thatis in Communion 


withit, and refet# the Communion of all other Patties. and. 


Wes of Chriſtians. . 
4 Indeed: 
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Indeed you will ſay, that you qualify it, if the Natig. 
nal Church be ſound, that is, it there be nothing ſing} 
in its Gonſtitution and Worſhip. _ | 

Yet 'tis a Queſtion, whether your, Arguments go not 
as far as the youre 

For you ſuppoſe with him, that there muſt be fone 
particular Church, with which we muſt communicate 
under Church-Officers : Or, to uſe your own Word, 
We muſt of nece/uly Join in the attual and viſible Communi. 
on of the Church. Ws 

Suppoſe the Diſlenters ſay, with Mr. Chillingworth, 
We don't leave the Ghurch, but only its external Commu. 
2i0n5- You look upon that as;abſurd, and wonder that 
they ſhould aſſign Reaſons. why they cannot communicate witl 
us, and yet at the ſame time will not own that they hav 
made any Separation. Nay, you affirm, That for two 


- Churches to renounce each others Communion, or at 


leaſt, .. to withdraw ordinary Cormunion from each other, 
from a profeſ# Diſlike, and yet ſtill to continue in a Statesf 


Communion with one another, is a downright ContradiGion, 


Well, be it fo, then it ſeems Proteſtants, by withdray- 


:Childsngworth 
P- 265+ 


ing from the Communion of the Romiſh Church, put 
themſelves out of a. State of Communion with the Chri- 
ſtian Church, juſt as Diflenters do. Yet our great Chan- 
pion thought he had farniſh'd ;us. with a little Armor, 
which might repel all the Jeſuit's Batteries ; and could 
not underſtand it to be a Contradidtion, . to ſay, Ont 
legves the-Church by ceaſing to be a Member. of jt, by ceajng 
to have thoſe Roque; Wes eenſvie a Man a Memberif 
it, as Faith. and Qbedience : But we leave the externd 
Communion of a Church, by refuſing to communicate wil 
any Church in her Liturgies and Worſhip. 


What 


Us]. 

What tho, according to Mr. Chillingworth*s Rule, 'tis poſſible R<Gol p- zo. 
to be a Member of the Church without actual Communion ? 

You ſay, "Tis as neceſſary aftually to communicate with ſome Page zr. 
Church or other, as-'tis to be a Chriſtsar. 

Wherefore it ſeems rhoſe Proteſtants in Popiſh Countries, 
who did actually communicate with no Church, had not what 
eſſentially conſtituted them Chriſtians. 

You will ſay, that you make allowance for Caſes of Ne- 
ceſity, when Communion cannot be had but upon ſinful 
Terms : . But ſurely 'tis abſolutely neceſſary to be 4 Chriſtian. 

Nay, In that very Book which you refer me to, for your yia;ce.. .; 
Thoughts at large, you aſlert from your own, and the Popiſh Dr. $1:il:ng. 
Notion of the Power of the Keys, that the Communion of the P-116,i17, 
Church ts abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation. 

Wherefore methinks many of your Expreſſions would make 
no improper Sound out of a Papiſt's Mouth. 

We are the Viſible or National Church ; your Diviſion from E*ttcr ro - 
us 15 Schiſm, and Separation from the Church ; and every Se- ppbry gig P-32- 

, . . » © (.E 
paration is a Schiſm on one ſide or other. Det.of Dc.Sr:l. 

Nay, you renounce our Communion ; for to withdraw your p. 6. 
ſelves from erdinary Communion with the Church in which you Neil of Ca- 
live, into diſtinit and ſeparate Societies for Worſhip, ts to renounce > PS: 26+ 
therr Communion, And, he who diifuutes the Authority, or deſtroys p.,,se , ; 
the _y of the Church, renounces his Memberſhip and Communion © © 
With it, 

Belides, *tis enough that 'tis a Separation, and gathering 4 
Church out of a Church, which did before conſiſt of baptied 
Chriſtians, Te are Schiſmaticks, in dividing your ſelves from the gage « « 
Body of Chriſtians ;,. and all your Prayers and Sacraments are not 
Ats of Chriſtian Communion, but a Schiſmatica! Combination. 

You may pretend, that if you do not divide upon the zc- 
count of ſinful Terms, yet you do it for greater Edification, ,1ye , 
ad purer Ordinances : And that at leaſt 'tis very doubtful, 
ſhether the Church on Earth has power of clogging God's 
Iranances with ſuch Rites, as ſhall be made Terms and Con- 
tions of receiving them. 
| Well, *tis no matter for all this : Doubt, and divide from 


and bedamn'd. It's pleaſant, that you ſhould pretend 
H Edifi- 


Page 5. 


Lertex to I120- 
ny, P. 26, 


Reſo). of Ca- 
ſ-s of Conlc. 


P> 5: 


Tetrer to A- 
07737715, p 30s 


[156 ] 


E dification, to break the Unity of the Churth : Be aſſured, that 
the Influences of the Divine Spirit are confined to this Unity. What 
Allowances Chriſt will make fe the Miſtakes of well-meaning Men, 
who divide the Communion of the Church, I caunot determine, 
but his Mercies in ſuch a Caſe are uncovenanted ; and ſuch an 
one is no ember of the Inviſible Church, that we av or can know 
of. And if he ſeparate from the Viſible Church, tho upon the 
account of ſinful Terms, the Thread of this Reaſoning affords 
him no Clue to lead hun to the Gate of Life : For having no 
viſible Church that he knows of,, with which to communicate; 
or by Misfortune being depriv'd of the Opportunity, he was 
thereby denied the ordinary Means of Salvation. And it may 
be ſaid in your Words, I do not now ſpeak, of the inviſible Ope- 
rations of the Drume Spirit, _ 

Truly, $S:r, to my thinktng, either I have rightly repreſen- 
ted your Agreement here, or Words are to be governed by 
ſome Authority which you have not yet produced. 


The half Anſwer, which you _— already given to the 
Queſtion, with which I cloſed my ſecond Letter, had, I doubt 
not, its due Conſideration, where-ever *twas met with. 
But the Queſtion was this : 

* Whether if the Nature of Catholick Communion requires 
* a readineſs to communicate with any ſound Church ; and yeta 
£ Church obliges us to communicate with that alone, excluſive 
© of other ſound Churches, while Diſtance does not hinder 
© the occaſional and frequent Communion with others ; is not 
« that Church guilty of Schiſm in ſuch an InjunCtion, contrary 
<to the Nature of Catholick Communion ? 

Your Anſwer is, That #9-Church can be ſuppoſed to forkid 
Communion with any Church, which is in Communion with her. 

But 'tis its Duty to forbid. Communion. with Sch:ſmaticd 
Conventicles, 


Which is as much as to ſfay,. that the French, the Greek 
Church, or any other, that is not in Communion with our 
Church, is a Schiſmatical:Conventicle. 

And ſuch you obſerve, that 1 am pleaſed to call found Chu- 
rh6s, wherein you intimate, That no Church, which is not is 

Com- 


”Y 
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Communion with ours, that is, not ready actually to commn- - 


nicate in all its Accidentals, can be ſound and Orthodox. 

But then the frequent Communion with another Charch 
being in the Queſtion, what proviſion does your Anſwer make 
for ſo much as the ordinary Communion, which you call conſtant, 
with the National Church. But then you having admitted, 
that Diſſenters have proper Church-Othcers and Power, what 
Anſwer will you make to what follows? Or at leaſt, is it not 


impoſſible, that he who communicate s ſometimes with one true Church, 


ſometimes with another, can be a Schiſmatick,, or any more than 
an Offender againſt a poſitive Humane Law ? 

You ſay indeed, he is an Offender againſt the Unity of the 
Church, and the Evangelical Laws of Catholick Commumon ;, but 
you have not yet been pleaſed to produce thoſe Evangelical 
Laws, which oblige-Men upon the pain of Damnation, conſe- 
quent upon Schiſm, to communicate with the Church-Officers 
allowed of by the Civil Power, rejecting others as Schiſmati- 
cal, tho admitted to have the ſame Evangelical Inſtitution. 

Indeed you look upon it as ſelf-evident, © That where-ever 
*there is a Church eſtabliſh'd by Publick Authority, if there be 
*nothing ſinful in its Conſtitution and Worſhip, we are bound 
70 communicate with that Churchzand to reject the Communi- 
*on of all other{Parties and Sefts of Chriſtians ; for the Ad- 
' vantage always lies on the ſide of Authority. 


ind, 

in my Judgment you afford no other Notion of Catholick 
anminion, but as an Agreement and Readineſs to commn- 
ncate 1n -Accidentals, as well as Eſfentials, with any ſound 


Church, be it National or otherwiſe. 


Indeed you ſuppoſe Diſſenters to have no ſound Church, for 
want of a. National Eſtabliſhment; but then you . make no 
manner of proviſion for ſo much as the ordinary aCftual Com- 
munton in -any Epiſcopal Church, where one lives, if fo bc 


that one communicates actually with any other Church whict: 

8 In Communion with thart. 

But if it ſhould happen, that the true Notion of Catholick, 

Communion conſiſts only in a Communion in Effentials, and 
| H 2 being 
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being united by the Chriſtian Bond of Charity, notwithſtan- 
ding Separations for leſſer Matters z then by the ſame reaſon 
I may communicate with any ſound Church, ard nothing bur 
Humane Law can reſtrain me, which, by your own Contellion, 
can neither make nor cre a Schilm. 
- And indeed what (hould hinder, but that Humane Law may 
4s well confine me to the Communion of the Bilhop of the 
Dioceſe where I live, which you know were but according to 
the old Rule, of One Altar, one Biſhop ;, as well as to give me 
a Latitude for any Dioceſs, provided I do not ſtraggle into x 
Church, whichtis not in Communion with our Biſhops ? This 
Confinement to one Biſhop, you mult ſay, upon your grounds, 
would be contrary to the Nature of Catholick Communien ; byt 
we have your Authority for it, that the other 1s not. 

Yet it ſeems, if Presbytery ſhould have the Advantage of 
Authority, they who refuſe Communion with the National 
Church, upon pretence of purer Ordinances, ard the Belief 
that Epiſcopacy is the Ordinance of God, mult be as bad a; 
Aurderers and Adulterers, thatis, very Schiſmaticks. 

And judg you, whether 'twould not be a barbarous Thing ty 
make any Laws, which ſhall enſnare Men in ſo greats a Guilt, 

But here you take notice of a Pallage or two in my Preface: 
The one, That perhaps it is no Abſurdity- to ſuppoſe, that Men 
may as well continue Members of the National: Church, notniths 
ſtanding their breaking many poſitive Laws, made for the outward 
management and ordering of ut, tho not fundamental and neceſar 
ro its Being ; as he who incurs the Penalty of any Statute of the 
Realm about Coil Affairs, may however be a ſound Member of the 
State, if he keep from Treaſon, or other Capital Crimes, | 

This you anſwer by a begging, and indeed miſtaking the 
Queſtion, and will have it of a Schiſmatical Separation, which 
you elſewhere expreſs by renouncing Communion, 

And this you may compare to Treaſon and Rebellion- in the 
State, if you think ht. But the Church is not much;beholden 
to you, for making that in which Conformity is expected, fur 
damental and neceſſary to its Being. And when you compare 4 
Man that communicates ſometimes with one true Church, ſome 
times with another, to a Man that joins ſometimes with hi 
ER Prance' 
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Princes Forces, and ſometimes with his Enemies ;, the Compariz 
ſon is either very impertinent, or very uncharitable, in ſuppo- 
ſing that a Charch, which differs from this in what is reall 
accidental, how ellential ſoever you mike it, 1 Antichriſtian, 
or an Enemy to Chriſt, which ſurely no true Church is; yet 
| muſt confeſs, herein you agree with your ſelf, when you fay. 
There may be a true Church, which 1s no Catholick Church, that Vincic p 79, 
is, NO o_ part of the Catholick Church. 
| add 3 | 

Nay, poſſubly, that there ſhould "be ſeveral Religious Aſſemblies, 
ling by different Cuſtoms and Rules, and yet contmnuing Members 
of T National Church, 1s not wore inconſiſtent, than that particu- 
lar Places fhould have their particular Cuſtoms and By-Laws, aiſtintt 
from the Common-Law of the Land, without makin a diſtintt Go- 
verment. : 

This you condemn, without vouchſafing it a fair Hearing, 
25 nibling at that Healing Project, for which you think you have | «ter t, 
ſufficiently expoſed Mr. Humphreys. Burt I ſhall chuſe the Pro- p. ;z 


AR, | 


\teſtion of the great Proteſtant Champion, Mr. Chillingworth ; 


and if you are reſolved to wound him through my Side, I will 
bear the Brunt of it, as_ well as I can. 

To reduce Chriſtians to Unity, there are but two Ways Cbiilingworth, 
(that may be-conceived probable : The one, by taking away <4. annv 1664, 
{Diverſity of Opinions touching Matters of Religion ; the ARR 73 
(other, by ſhewing that the Diverſity of Opinions, which is 
*among the ſeveral Setts of Chriſtians, ought to be no Hinde- 

'ranceto their Unity in Communion. 

The firſt he looks on as-not likely, without a Miracle. 

*What then remains, ſays he,- but that the other way muſt 
'& taken, and Chriſtians muſt be taught to ſet an higher value 
*tUpon thoſe high Points of Faith and Obedience, wherein they 
*apree, than upon Matters of leſs moment,. wherein they dif-- 

'fer; and underſtand, -that Agreement, in thoſe ought, to be 
"more effe&tual to join them in one Communion, than their Diffe-- 


'reace-in other Things of leſs moment to divide them. 


; * When I ſay, One: Communion, | mean, in a common Pro-- 

feſſion of thoſe Articles of Faith wherein all conſent, a joint: 

: Worſhip of God after ſucha way as all eſteem lawful ; _—_ 
| mutual 
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mutual Performance of all thoſe Works of Charity, which 
*(Zhriltians owe one unto another. 

* And to ſach a Communion, what better Inducement could 
© be thought of, than to demoaſtrate, that what was univer- 
© ſally beheved of all Chriltians, if it were joined with a Loye 
* of Truth, and holy Obedience, was ſufficient to bring Men 
©to Heaven : For why ſhould Men be more rigid than God ? 


*©Why ſhould any Error exclude any Man from the Churches ' 


© Communion, which will not deprive him of eternal $a. 
© vation ? 

To the ſame Sence is the Paſſage I had in that Preface cited 
out of Dr. Tillotſors Sermon ; and you may as well ask him, 
as me, 1s the Catholick Church then, and Communion of Saints, n 
part of our Creed ? 

Your Notion of Communion isa new Article. 


But to re-aſlert what I had obſerved of your managing the 
Charge of Schiſm. : 

I had ſaid, People might not well underſtand what it is, un- 
leſs it be taken to /ie wholly in want of Charity : - And in the 


Errata, to avoid the Cavil of its being common, ſuch as we have 
for all Mankind, I had added the Epithete of Chriſtian. | 


[ fay further, to my thinking, as St, Paul ſpeaks of -it : He 
ſuppoſes a continuance ſt1ll of the ſame Body, and aſcribes 
it_to Chriſtians, continuing ſuch, nay, and communicating 
with each other. : | 

And this you were not able to deny ; nay. you well know, 


that not only the Thing, but the very Word, 4iowaro, had 


by-that Apoſtle been applied to ſach. eb 

Hence you would argue, That 1 will not allow cauſleſs Seq 
ration from a ſound Part of the C atholick Church to be Schiſm, bu 
place Schiſm wholly in want of Charity. 

But 'tis obvious, that 1 do it no more than the Apoſtle hin 
ſelf does. OSes 26 

But beſides, it induces the Belief; that Schiſm ts not ſuch 1 
Crime as you imagine : For if the Corinthians were Schifms 
ticks, whilſt they continued: in Communion with each othe!, 
and yet were particular Members of Chriſt's Body ; then _ 

. "+. 
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does not cut off from Chriſt's Body, nor do you rightly apply 
the Addition of Apoſftate Chriſtian, 
Further, by what Authority do you apply that to a refuſing 
Communion with any.ſound Church whatever, npon your ſup- 
poſed Notion of Catholick Communion, from a Text which 
mentions no other Schiſm, but what was between them who 
liv'd in the ſame Communion ? ; 
And ſtill, beyond all this, it ſeems demonſtrable from the 
Text, that the Cauſa formalis, or that which conſtitutes 
Schiſm, 1s not Separation, tho it be cauſlefs, unleſs it be accom- 
panied with want of Charity. 
For ſince there may be Schiſm, where there is no Separation 
of Communion, then it muſt be ſomething which conſiſts with. 
joint Communion ;, and find out ſomething, beſides Want. of 
Charity, if you can. | | | 
The Apoſtle's Notion of Schiſm» we have ſeen; but T won-- 
c der by what Authority you aftirm'd,, That Schiſm i nothing elſe Defence of 
but a Breach of Chriftian Communion ; and that where the Unity D". >-P- 59+ 
- of the Church is broken by diſtintt and. oppoſite Communions, there 4 P00. 
e u the full Nature of Schiſm ;, and where this uu not, there is either 
ie no Schiſm, or only a partial Schifm, which u like” a great Wound 
| in the Arm, which. does not ſever wr _from the Body. 'Ts not 
le every Quarrel or Contention, ( agreeably to your Notion, you 
& MW might add, tho it be ſuch as the Ap calls Schifm) which 
a9 a Schiſm ;, but the Breach of Chriſtian: Communion, 
Let me deſire you to conſider, whether, by departing from 
W, the Scripture-Account of this, miſled prringe by the Difputes 
ad Wl of ſome of the Ancients, thundring againſt each other, you 
_ WM nillnotenter at leaſt into the Confines of Donati/p1i, You Tay 
4 WW of thoſe Hereticks, They confined the Chnrch of Chriftto. Africa, Defence of 
bu Wl «1d to their own Communion. Dr.S. p. 61, 
Mr. Ch:llingworth gives us a fuller Account. wherein their 
m- Wt Hereſy lay, 1n theſe Words :: 
That upon-a vain Pretence of the Corruption of the Charch, they Chillragworth- 
h 2 Wl porated rhemſelves from the Communion | of other Parts of the *- 151- 
ne” Wl Cirrch 5 and that jy require it 45 4 neceſſary Condition to make 
et, ll © Han a Member of th.Church, that he ſhould be of their Com- 
iſm Bil Pumor, and divide himſelf from all other Communions, from which. 
'®y were divided. It; 
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Vindic, of the | It ſeems according to -them, to uſe your Words, Tho 
Pl2ncey2.70 Church retained the Purity of the Faith and Worſhip, and was 
far true, yet it wa: wot every way ſound and Orthodox, ny 

a Catholick Church, unleſs it obſerv d thoſe Conditions of C4. 

tholick Communion, which were two : 

1. That it muſt be in Communion with theirs, _ | 
2. That it muſt divide from all other Communions, from 


which they are divided. 


1. For the firſt, you teach us, that, 
hid. p. 5 The wiſible Union of all Churches in and to Chriſt, conſiſts in 
their viſible Communion with each other,anaCommunon with a parti- 


tid, y. 59. cular Church, which is it ſelf in Catholick, Communion, ts as neceſ. 
ſary as Communion with the Catholick, Church. 
Lerter ro A” Whoever lives in England, and renounces Communion with the 
non) 7 Churchof England, is a Schiſmatick, from the Catholick, Church, 
Andif occalionally we communicate with ſome other ſound 
Part of the Catholick, Church, in the ſame Communion, we may do 
it without Schiſ#r, ſo this be as owning our ſelves Members. 
Reſol. p. 23+ But an ordinary withdrawing upcn a profeſt Diſlike, you make 
as deſtructive of a State of Communion, as a formal Renuncia- 
Letter, p.9. tion. Wherefore, as you hold, that we are bound to maintain 
Reſol. p.1g9. Communion with all ſound Parts of the Catholick Church, and that 
in other Matters, beſides the Agreement in all the Articles of 
Faith, and Eſſentials of Worſhip ;, it does follow, that it mult 
be in thoſe very Matters which diſtinguiſh one Communion from 
another. And the National Church being "that ſound Part, 
wherewith. every Chriſtian here 1s to communicate, herein you 
Vindc. of the haye found out a Roar, Fountain, aud Principle of Union, or Be- 
£4 Figats 5 giming of the Catholick, Church, to which all particular Churches 
"eas 3: 22" are, or ought to be wnited, and by virtue of this Catholick, Unity, 
aze one Catholick,Church. 
”-If it be ask'd, What 'tis which. brings one with ſafety to 
AdCI* of Ca: this Beginning of the Catholick, Church ? T's not humane Law, 
les, p. 29. it has placd us under ſuch 4 Goveryment and Diſcipline, and 
which makes the only Diſtinction of Churches, you allow of; 
but the Principles of Catholick Communion, againſt which 


whateyer Church offends, you will not yield it to. be /o#ndand 
| Orthodox 


Relſol. P 29. 


(63) 
Orthodox. And you aſſure us, We have mthing elſe to do, but to Reſv'. p. 19. 
judg whether that part of the Church wherein we live, be ſo ſound 
and Orthodox, that we may communicate with it according to the 
Principles of Catholick, Commumnon : If it be, we are bound to 
communicate with it, under peril of Schiſm from the Cathoalick 
Church, of we do not, 

And conſequently,whatever Church refuſes our Communion, 
"tis not ſound and Orthodox, or any part of the Catholick 
Church, as not retaining the true Principles of Catholick Com- 
munion. Thus far Donatms might have gone, taking it for 
po that his Church was the Beginning of the Catholick, 
Church. © 7 

2, This firſt Point being ſetled, *tis no wonder if it be like- 
wiſe required, that we muſt divide from the Communion of 
all that are divided from this ſound part of the Catholick 
Church. And methinks Donatws himſelf might argue, That 
tis evident the pretended Catholicks underſtand not the true 
Principles of Catholiciſm ; for if they did, they would never 
proffer a Compoſition with us, and yield that the ſurviving 
Bilhop ſhould govern theſe, which are now diſtint Communi- 
ons: They muſt own, either that they are not any part of 
Chriſt's Body, or elſe that we are not ; for 'tis impoſlible, that a,;er to x. 


two Churches, which are not in Communion with each other. can both nan). p. 45. 


2 


belong to the ſame Body. And therefore the Obligation to Catho- 
lick Communion, aoes equally oblige us to renounce the Communion of ! 014, p15. 
Schiſmaticks. 
You in effect juſtify Donate his Terms of Communion ; and 
when you ſay, Thei Churches were in all Things like the Catholick, ... .. _ 
Churches, excepting Catholick, Communion, you as good as tell De 
us, he only miſtook the Church, whuch he ſhonld have made - 
the Beginning of the Catholick, Church, If he had been with 
St. Auftin, he had been no Heretick, for refuling to receive - 
Hereticks into the Church without Re-baptization, and dam- 
5ing all that were of a Communion divided from his, or that 
would not conſent to have them excommunicated, who with- 
ot proof had been accuſed of being Traditors. ; 
But as you teach us, that that Church is not ſound, which - 


keeps not to the Principles of Catholick Communion 3 
J Mr. 
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Mr. Chilagworth ſhews, wherein they ſwerv'd from that ſound = 
Principle : : 

The Condition of their Communion ( ſays he ) was both unne. 
ceſſary, and unlawful ro be required; and therefore the exatting of 
it was directly oppoſite to the Churches Catholiciſm. 

For ought yet appears, Denatws and you are pretty well 
agreed in the Notion of Catholick Communion, and of the | 
Breach of this Unity, wherein we are taught that the ful 
Nature of Schiſm lies. He, with you, confin'd the Influences 
of the Holy Spirit to this Unity. 

Yet whether he would have intreagu'd this Buſineſs ' of 
Church-Communion, as you have done, I cannot tell. All the 
Sence which I can gather out of your Notion, as the Leaf- 
Gold is ſpread out, is this : | | 

That to be a Member of the Chriſtian Church, and in a 
State of Communiion with it, 'tis not enough to be admitted 
into the Church by Baptiſm, nor to exerciſe any Acts of Com- 
munion with a particular Church, unleſs it be in Communion 
with every ſound part of the Chriſtian Church, and that fo, 
as to own your ſelf for a Member of every ſuch found Church. 
And tho you do own your ſelf a Member, as perhaps every 
one will that agrees in Eilentials ; yet if you ordinarily with- 
draw from that ſound Church where you are, which muſt al- 
ways be the only ſound Church on the Place, upon: any pro- 
felt Diſlike, or communicate with them that are of a divided, 
and conſequently a Schiſmatical Communion, you forfeit your 
Memberſhip, even tho that other Church has nothing finful in 
its Communzon : Which in one place, you think enough to 
make any Church ſound and Orthodox ;, whereas in others, It 
ſerves your purpoſe to have it believed, that it cannot be ſound 
and Orthodox, unleſs it maintain Communion in Accidentals 


[ 


with every other ſound Part. 
Upon the erecting this Scheme, and obſerving the Rules of 


| Art you have already given, one may be able to refolve 3 


great many nice horary Queſtions : Yet ſome of them mult 
ſtay for your own Solution, or Elia's. - 


L 55 ) 
Queſt. If Baptiſm lets one into the Church, and entitles one 
to all the Privileges of Church-Memberſhip, how comes it to 
s, that one who ordinarily dillents, is an /ntrader, when Rec), of C: 
be exerciſes an At of Communion ? ſes, p. 12. 
Axſw.. You had your Anſwer already, if you had Eyes to 
ſee it : He who deifiſts the Amthoruy, or deſtroys the Unity of the Anſwer to A. 
Church, renounces his Memberſhip and Communion with it. Ref 
Queſt, What tho he does actually communicate ? CENAP 
Reſp. Yes, thou Man of perverſe Underitanding ;-Oburch- Anſver, p.17. 
Communion. does not confift in particular Atts of Communion, but in lol. p. 13. 
Memberſhip. ON LAST | 
Queſt. Well then, if neither Baptiſm, nor particular As 
of Communion, are enough to make, or at leait continue me a 
Member ; pray how many Afts of Communion will do the 
Buſineſs ? T | 
Reſp. Why, I tell you, it maſt be conſtant Communion. 
Beſt. What do you mean by conſtant Communion ? 
Reſp. I mean ordinary Communion, that is, always ſome- Pag. 29, 
{umes. 
®xeft. Well, what is it that obliges me always ſometimes 
to communicatewith a particular Church ? Does Baptiſm do it ? 
Reſp, No, we know 'to Church, but all Chriſtians are made 0:2: 7 
Members of by Baptiſm. | 
Qweſt. What then, if I chuſe ordinarily to communicate with 
—_ Church ? 4 (lf from this Bed W ul 
eſp. 1 arvide your om this , and ſet iſ- Page g. 
init Pr Fob S de which you call Churibes, bt which are 
nt Members, nor live in Communion with the one Catholick Church, 
youu cannot carry your Right and Title ro the Covenant, out of the 
Church with you. 
Qweſt. But do you not tell us, that our Communion with 'the Vage 11, 
Church confifts in being Members of the Church, which we are made 
by Baptiſm : And they being baptized into the ſame Faith, 1 
ſhould think they hold Communion with the Church ? 
Reſp. But let me tell you, tho ſometimes I maintain, Thar 
Baptiſm makes us Members of the whole Church, and gives m 4 Page uh 
Right to communicate with every ſound part of it ; yet in ſpite of 
Contradiftion, I hold; That Baptiſm at moſt gives Men ww a” 
© 2 = zjpo- 
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Diſpoſition to be Church-Members, but does not make them Membyy, 
of any Church, Beſides, where there are two ſeparate Churchey, 
one, if not both, muſt be Schiſmatical. And the National Church 
having the Advantage of Authority, you are bound-to rejett the 
Communion of all other Parties and Seits: of Chriſtians, as Schif- 
matical : If- you do not, you renounce your Memberſhip, and 
by deſtroying the Unity of the Church, forfeit your Intereſf is 
the Divine Charter, and cannit carry your Right and. Title to the 
Covenant out of the Church with you. 

Oueſt. Suppoſe I do not communicate withany other Church, 
yet ordinarily withdraw from Communion with yours, at the 
Times appointed for Worſhip, or other Acts of Communion. 
is it enough to:own my ſelf a Member ? Or: if not, how. long, 
Suſpenſion will amount to a Forfeiture £ | 

Keſp. 'Tis not enough to own your ſelf a Member ; for to 
withdraw from the viſible Communion of the Church, ts Separation. 
Now if' Separation from Reli710us Aſſemblies, be to break, Commu- 
nion ; then to live in Communion with the Church, requires our 
alt ual Communion, 

Qzeft. Well then, thus far I haye learnt my Catechiſm, that 
there mult be actual Communion, and that actual Communion 
mult be cenſtant or ordinary ;. otherwiſe a: Man wifully. {e- 
parates himſelf, and forfeits his Intereſt in the Divine Charter. 

So it ſeems, tho Acts. of Communion are but Effefts and 
Applications of Church-memberſhip, yet the Non-uſer of them 
forfeits the Right one had by Baptiſm, even tho one be not 
caſt out of the Church by any Sentence. and-nothing but or- 
dinary Communion amounts to owning a Memberſhip. How 
many Acts are neceſſary. to avoid the Forfeiture, we are yet to 
learn. | l 
Andfurther, if we live where Communion may be had with 
another Church, in communion with that which expe{ts our 
conſtant Attendance, we as well own our ſelves Members by a 
conſtant Communion with the. other, as with that : For, as 
you inform us, there isnothing in Bapts/mr,nor in- all. the Atts of 

peflaarl unite us to ſuch a particular 
Church, than to the whole Chriſtian Church : And. tis no Inter- 


ruption of. Communion to. communicate attually with - any Church; 
tral 


” 
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that is #1 Communion with another ſound Part. 


But if it ſhould fall out,. that notwithſtanding the Diviſion 
of Communions upon leſſer Matters, a divided Communion 


may continue a ſound part of the Chriſtian Church, the Neceſ- 
fty of conſtant Commumes with a Church, where occaſional 
lawful, will ſtand in need of fome other Medium to ſup- 
BER | 


Reſp. O but there is a difference between being a Member of the ' © = 


Unizerſal Church, and:of all particular Churches, which are Parts 
and Members of: the Unrverſal Church. | 

Oueſt. Why ſo ? may I not communicate with any ſound 
Part, which 1is.1n communion with this Church, and profeſſing 
no diſlike of its Communion, thereby own my ſelf a Member, 
eſpecially ſince my communicativg withthe one, does not tn- 
terrupt the Communion withithe other ;. and. neither Baptiſm, 
zor all the Acts of Communion, unite me more: to one than 
another ? 

Reſp. I care not for that, for conſtant Communion in 4 particu- 
lar Church, confines Church- Memberſhip to that particular Church 
in which you communicate. | 

Queſt. If I may not offend,. I ſhould ſay my Queſtion is; 
What obliges to conſtant Communion ? But you ſeem to ſay 
1 more, than that conſtant Communion obliges to conſtant Com- 
nun; or in your own Phraſe, confines Church-Memberſhip to- 
that particular Chureb., 
' Soit ſeems, if conſtant Communion be omitted; that Obli- 
pation or Confinement ceaſes. | 
[ ſhall trouble you but with one Queſtion more in this place; 
and that is, Whether the Necellity of re-baptizing thoſe who 
ere of a ſeparate Communion, does not follow upon your 
vrounds, as welbas upon Donarxs's, and that thothe Party had 
lot been baptized in a. Schiſm? Certataly this is no remote 
ſequence from the Suppoſlition, that Separation makes a for- 
ture of all the Privileges acquired: by Baptiſm : For if they 
fre forfeited, how can they be reſtor'd without a new: 


But 


28, DP, 19. 


[bid, P. 19, 


rant? Nay, they are your own Words, that the guilty Di-- p «7,1. of ©'5x 
der forfeits his Intereſt in theCovenant, without a new Grant, :, p 8. 
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Bnt a little to examine the Foundation of your charitah|: 
Pulitions. | 


You ſuppoſe, that Chriſt's Body being but one,- whoever (c- 
parates from any ſound Part, ſeparates from the whole. 

But is it not equally evident, that whoever ſeparates fron 
any true Part, ſeparates from the whole ? Surely a true Mem- 
berisa Member, tho it be not ſound. , Yet you ſay,' there may 
be a true Church, tho no Cathalick, Church ; that, is, according 
to your Argument,” nopart of the C athotick:Church. 1s Chrilt' 
Body made up only of ſound Members? Are all that are un- 
ſound, divided from the Body? But if a true Member be of 
the Body, as well as that which is found; do not you, by refu- 
f10g-to communicate with any true Member, npon your own 
Principles, refuſe to be of the Body ; eſpecially when theor- 
Iy Unſoundneſs is, that it differs by reaſon of ſome Acci- 
dentals, from that Church where you exerciſe the Acts of C4 
tholick. Communion ? And it might be well to know, whether 
you own that there is any ſound Church, beſides the Church 
of England, with which you can communicate, how much {o- 
ever yon talk of Catholick, Communion ? Or at leaſt, whether 
you are not Schiſmatical, in dividing from ſome true Chur- 
Cches ? And may not you be charged with denying the wy 

Notion of a Catholick,.Chirch, and aſſerting'that Chriſt has not on, 
but twenty, or a hundred ſeveral Bodies ? 

But whereas you affirm, that he who divides from one ſound 
Part,\divides from all : is it not rather demonſtrable, that he 
who communicates with one ſound Part, or one true Part, 
communicates with all, as being united to Chriſt's Body ? As 
he that touches a Man's Finger, touches his Body ; but it does 
not follow, that one cannot touch his Body, unleſs he touch 
his Finger. . | | 
: But ſince you are fo fond of this Notion, give me leave 0 
rurn your own Artillery apon you ;, and if you have condemned 
your felf, or the Church in which'you live, of Schiſm,and div” Wn 
ding from Chriſt's Body, 'you'may thank your ſef, he 


#* 
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If it follows from the Jdentity of Chriſt's B5dy; that who- 

eyer is divided from any ſound Member, is divided from the 

whole, being that Member 1s united to the Body; fo it muſt 

receſſaritybe, if you divide from any true Member, unleſ 
2 trae Member is no Member. He a ana. 

And you your felf being fenfible of this, have taught, 
that 'tis abſurd ro gather a Church out of a Chriſtian Church, and Rcſvl. p. 22. 
divide Neizhbour-Chriſtians into diſtin} Communions,. Na , yon 
left your ſelf no poſlible Evaſion, when you affirmed, that 
the only thing that can give 6 in particular 4 ny to-the Bleſſings 
of the Covenant, is, that we obſerve: the Conditions of this Cove- 
nant, and live in Unity and Communion with all'trne Chriſtian Chur- x <1 P 16. 
ches in the World, 
If therefore there be any true Chriſtian Church, with which 
you refuſe to communicate, have you not made a good' Rod 
for your own Back ? 

The Church of Rome, as you own, is a true, tho a corrupt 
Church; but you, I ſuppoſe, refuſe to communicate with this 
tie Church; are you not therefore cut off from Chriſt*s 
Body ? 

You will fay perhaps, you cannot communicate but upon 
ſinful Terms : But what's. that to the purpoſe? If this is 7.4. p. 50. 
ſtill a tre Church, and Member of Chriff®s Body, you know 
Chriſt has but 'onie Body, one Spouſe, one Flock,, one Church : And 
if we be no Members of this one Church, we are nat united to 
Criſt. f 

The Parts of this Body myſt be united to each ather, that 
they may be uhIted to Chriſt ; . elſe it wouldhe as if the Parts 
if the natural Body ſhould dzvide from each other, and hang toge- , tid: Þ 6d 
ther by 4 magical kind of Union with the Soul. | 3 Som 

And Union to the Body conſiſts in being united to that part of 
tn Body which-1s next.” In tn 
You have'forecloſed' your ſelf from ſaying; that You are ' 
mited in what. is eſſential to.jts being . a, Member. of Chriſt's 
boly, and hive a participation of the ſame vital Heat, and 
ama} Spirits ; but think it hard, that one Member ſhould be 
Merged with the pntrid Sores or Wounds of another; and to 
heak plainly, that you forſake it only in its a am 
| rms. 


Ibid. P, 10» 


Anfwer to 4. 
pH 33+ Ps 10, 


lf 


' EI | 
Terms. Thiswould come too-nigh that very Fanaticiſm which 


you deride. | 
And you having told us, that a Compliance with the Orarr, 
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Reſul. Þ. 2 


Body, ( conſiſting of Members ſound and unſound ) ; That the 


the Catholick.C harch, is abſolutely neceſſary to Catholick Communz. 
on.” ?Tis upon your own Grounds necetlary to comply with 
evcry true part of the Carholick, Church in all theſe, as wel 
as with every ſound Part. 
Wherefore might not the Papilts beat you into their Church, 
with thoſe Weapons which you have forg'd againſt others ? 
Might not they tell. you, that you want Chriſtian Chariy, 


unleſs you are united in one Communion with this one Bogy? 


That you want the chief Branch of Holineſs, without which none 
ſhall ſee God;, That all the Bleſſings of the Goſpel are promiſed 
to 6 in a Church-State ; That the Effeits and Application of the 
Grace, Merit, and Satisfattion of Chriſt Feſus is confined to thi 


Goſpel-Covenant is confind to the Communion of the Chriſtian 
Church ;, That to remu Sins, us to reſtore Men to the Peace and 
Communion of theChuch ; and to retain them, is to caft Men out 
of the Church, or keep them under Church-Cenſures ;, which is 4 
plain Demonſtration, that Sins are forgiven only in the Communion 
of the Church, 

Bu: yet further, *'tis a Queſtion, whether you are in Com- 
munion even with every Church, which requires nothing ſinful 
aa Term of its Communion, ang 158 upon that account ſound 
and Orthodox ? | | | 

You ſay indeed, you ſhould make: no ſcruple go communicate 
with the Lutheran Church, if it did not require of you the Be- 1 
lief of Conſubſtantiation Yet certainly you did not attend to 
your own Grounds, when you ſaid ſo. _ 

For if that be not in Communion with our ' Church, you 
know you would 'be, a. Schiſmatick,- if you communicated 
Wiki IE, DEA. Toleniito | 

But that their:Church is not in Communion with ours, a7 
pears upon your.own Rule,, for that the Governors are not #: 
Communion with each other, which you make ellential to tit 
Communion of particular Churches. F ; 
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#2 Why 


And for this 'tis not neceſſary to ſhew, that the Governors 
of each ſide condemn the others Conſtitution : "T's enough if the 
Governors of that Church which you are of, do condemn the 


Conſtitution of _ the other, or of any part of it. 


| You fay indeed, that our Church is ſo far from condemning Vindic. of the 

Foreign Reformed Churches for the want of Biſhops, that it has *+ P: 396. 

always lived in Communion with them. | 
If this be ſo, then as a Biſhop in the ſame Communion with us, 16. p. 143, 

might, with the leave of Engliſh Biſhops, exerciſe his Epiſcopal Office 

many Church in England; ſo might a Proteſtant Miniſter ordain- 


ed abroad without Epiſcopal Ordination.But I take it,you will 
not ſay,that he may : If he may not;this 1s a condemning with a 
witneſs : For if any of them have no Orders amongſt them, 


where 1s their regular Church- Society ? Nayzas you believe the ©28* 338. 


Right of Epiſcopal Government, *tis queſtionable, whether you do 
Divine not deny that ſuch have any proPerChurch-Officers. 
And further, that you may not take the Difference about 
the Conſtitution of Churches, or the Validity of 2 particular kind 
of Ordination, to be meerly between the Biſhops of our 
Church, and the Presbyters of another , 1 take leave to inform 
jou, that the Star. 14. of this King, cap. 4. has Provided, 
that every Perſon which was not then” in holy Orders, by 
Epiſcopal Ordination, or ſhould not be ſo ordained before a Day 
prefixt, ſhould be urrerly diſabled, and ipſo fatto depriv'd from 
al manner of Eccleſiaſtical Promotions ; and that none for the 
fiture ſhould be admitted to any ſuch Promotion, nor ſhould 


Peſume to conſecrate and adminiſter the Sacrament of the Lord's 


"er, unleſs Epiſcopally ordained. ; 

The Penalty indeed is not made to extend to Foreigners of 

Reformed Churches allowed here; but quere, whether the 
aation of Diſability does not ? | 

you fay, by the Lutheran Church,you mean only thoſe reli- 


vs Societies of Lutherans, which are in Sweden and Denmark, »,..,., ,- 
Nder Biſhops, or at leaſt, that have Superintendents Or Gene- Dr. 3 pL 337 


, ordained and ordaining Epiſcopally, which ſurely ſome 

heran Societies want : you may avoid theiConſequence, as 

dſach, and all others of the Reformation, which are without 

Piſcopal Orders; by denying them to be Chriſtian Clngches, 
| | K 1 
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if you pleaſe ; for then indeed it would not follow, from your 
condemning ſuch Societies, that you thereby refuſe Communion 
with a ſound Church, | 

This brings me to our Churches Sence and Application of 

0.7955, how the Church is divided! O how th 
RT O, ſays it, how the Church 1s divided ! ow the Cities 
«nada Bu be cut jo; mangled ! O how-the Coat of Chriſt, which waz 
f. 9. © without Seam, 1 all to rent and torn! O Body myſtical 'of 
* Chriſt, where is that holy Unity, o#t of which whoſoever i, 
* be ts not in Chriſt / If one Member be pulled from another, 
© where is the Body ? If -the Body be drawn from the Head, 
© where is the Life of the Body ? We cannot be joined to 
— *Chriſt our Head, except we be glued with Concord and Charity 
Fd, whereit © pg one another :. For he that is not of this Unity, is not of the 
+ prob me *Church of Chriſt, which is a Congregation or Unity together, my 
? © 4 Diviſion. St. Paul ſaith, that as long as Emulation, or En- 
Seets for Doc. * vying, Contention, and Fattions, or SeCts be among us, we 
Adina. ' © be carnal, and walk according to the fleſhly Man. And 
Communion. © St. Fames ſaith, If ye have bitter Emulation, or Envying and 
© Contention in our Hearts, glory not of it ; for where Conter- 
6 rion #5, there 1s Unſtedfaſineſs, and all evil Deeds, And why 
© do we not hear St. Paul, which prayeth us, whereas he mught 
* command us: I beſeech you in the Name »of our Lord [efus 
*Chriſt, that you ſpeak all one Thing,and that there be mv Diſ- 
© fention among you; but that you will be one whole Body, of 
© one Mind, and of one Opinion tn the Truth ? If his Deſire be 
© reaſonable and honeſt, why do we not grant it ? If his Re- 
* queſt be for oun Profit, why do we refuſe it? And if we 
* iſt not to hear his Petition of Prayer, yet let us hear his Ex- 
© hortation, where he faith, © I exhort you, that you walk, « 
* becomes the Vacation in which you be talled, with all ſubmiſſion and 
© meekyeſs, with lenity and ſoftneſs of Mind, bearing one anatber 
* by Charity, ſtudying to keep the Unity of the Spirit by the Bond if 
* of Peace - For there ts one Body, one Spirit, one Faith, one Bay 
* tiſm. There 1s, ſaith he, but one Body, of the which hecal 
© be no lively Member, that is at variance with the other Met 
© bers. There is one Spirit which joineth and kyuitteth all Things 
© #2 0xe ; and how can this Spirit reign in us, When amon os 
: elves 
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« ſelyes we be divided? There 5s but one Frith ;, and how can 
owe then ſays He 1s of the Old Faith, and, he is of the New 
cFaith? There «5 but one mp iſm, and then ſhall not all they 
© which be baptized be one ? Contention cauſeth Diviſion ; 
egherefore It ought not to be among Chriſtians, whom one 
(Faith and Baptiſm joineth in an Unity, 

If all Differences in Opinions be here forbid, as cutting Men 
off from Chriſt's Body, it may be ſaid perhaps, that Schiſm 
cannot poſibly be avoided. But what ſeems intended by the 

ſtles, and by our Church, is, That notwithſtanding ſuch 

erences, Men ſhould be united 1n the ſame Faith, by the 
Bond of Charity, which you may call a magical Union, when 
Men divide from each other in their Opinions, if you pleaſe. 
Certain it is, neither the Scriptures, nor our Church ſpeak of 
dividing Communions ; yet there is nodoubt, but that may be 
Schiſm in a divided Communion, which'is in a joint. And who- 
ever want true Chriſtian Charity, they are the Schiſmaticks, 
whether in communion with a Viſible Church, or withdrawing 


from it. . 1. Yd, Mr, Halcs 
Having ſhewn what Account the Scriptures and our Church ; -,,7 1: 


give of Schiſm, it may not be improper to ſhew in what ſence Trae of 
it has been taken, by ſome of the greateſt Eminency in our Schiſm, in his 
Church. | Remains$,ede, 


| bad before ſhewn, how Dr. Scillingfleet had defended our **** 1073 
Church againſt the Imputation of Schiſm, individing Commu- 
nion from the Papiſts 3 and how the Primitive Fathers onght 
to be underſtood, when they write of this ; That Schiſm- di ey 4” DOI 
hot lie in a voluntary Departure out of any particular Church, xpon  * ; . Tha 
the acconnt of any Thing extrinſecal and accidental : ( Chriſtian ters, 
Charity, to be ſure, is eſſential.) | | 
_ I all only ſubjoin the Teſtimony of Mr. Hooker ;, and if 1 
have theſe two on my ſide, I ſhall think my ſelf ſufficiently 
Ne Hef b plainl ( ſaith he )-of 1 Men Chriffian, Ecclel. Polit: 

Apoſtle affirmeth plas aith he) of all Men Chriffian, Eccici, oct. 
that be x Afi. or G KW bond or free, they are all incorpora- GSH 
ted into one Company, they all make but one Body ;, the Unity of 
which viſible Body and Church of Chriſt conſiſteth in that Unifor- 
mity, which all Yoo Perſons thereunto belonging have, by rear 
| K 2 | 0 
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of that one Lord, whoſe Servants they all profeſs themſelves , t,, 
one Faith, which they all acknowledg ;, that one Baptiſm, wher,. 


with they are all initiated. The V iſable Church of Chraft 5s therefor, 
one, in outward Profeſſion of thoſe Things, which ſupernaturaly 
appertain to the very Eſſence of Chriſtianity, and are neceſſarily r.. 
quired in every particular Man. Let all the Houſe of 1jrael know 
tor certain, faith Peter, that God hath made him both Lorg 
and Chriſt, even this Jeſus whom ye have crucihed. Chriſtian, 


- therefore they are not, which call not him their aſter and Lord, 


Anſwer to A- - ved inCharity to bis own Soul, and to deliver himſelf from the Gul 


B77, 217 ,1.5 _— 


But this extraordinary Perſon could not think himſelf 
of the Blood of Diſſenters, to inſtruct them.in the Neceſlity of 


. one Communion in Accidentals, if they would continue Chrij;- 


ans: Nay, he thought, that altho they ſhould be excommuni. 


cated, yet even that could not. cut them of from Chriſt's Body. 


Eccleſ: Polit. 
f. 88. 


Def. of Dr. Sz. 
p. 203, 


Ld 3 Eetters 
Þ 18,23, 


2 eter to nom, 
P> 34- 


His Words are theſe : 


As for the Att of Excommunication, it neither ſbutteth out from 
#he ical, nor clean from the Viſible Church, but only from 
Fellowſhip with the Viſible in Holy Duties. 

But you, it ſeems, have conſidered this Matter better than 
Mr. Hooker, and affirm, That every Biſhop and Presbyter ſbuts ut 
of the C atholick, Church by Excommunication. 

And this leads me to the Notion of a true or ſound Church. 
And ſurely it was not impertinent for me to deſire you to define 
what you meant by it, when conſidered as Catholick and Un 
verſial, when in a more reſtrained Sence, ſeeing, asI had ſhewn, 
you-ſeem to have no other 1dea of it, but as particular, viſible 


ep clan that national too ;, or at leaſt, as being the.only trif 


h within the Nation or City where one reſides. 

Here I ſhew'd, that you applied that to the Viſible National 
Church, which belongs to the Inviſible,as well as Viſible Church; 
where it lay not upon me to prove that the Influences and Ope- 
rations of the Holy Spirit are wot confined to the Viſible Church : 


"Twas _— to have ſhewn, that you. had no ground for what 


you had ſaid from the Text, which will not bear that reſtraint 


And the ſame thing is obvions of. what you call my Attenp! 
to prove Congregational Churches, from 1 Cor. 14. 23. For how 
can. you prove, that one onght to communicate with the 

National 
/ 
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National Church: and not communicate with any other Con- 
gregation, from what proves no more than that you ought to 
meet in ſome publick Place of Worſhip, even according to your 
own Argument in the Defence of Dr. Stillingfleet, which is no 
beter than to argue, that becauſe you muſt go to ſome Church, 
therefore you:mult to this. - : 
Not being concern'd for Congregational Churches more than 
others, I ſhould not give my {elf the trouble to examine 
what you ſay againſt them,did not you oblige me to a ſmall 
Diverſion to obſerve how wonderfully you prove that it is De%of Dr.$4 
very plain that the Apoſtle in 1 Cor. cap. 14. means ne more but Y- 393: 
that all the Members of the Church do worſhip Ged in the publick. 
Aſembly of the Church,tho not all in the ſame Aſſembly and Congre- 
gation , where to opp>le aright, you ſhould have made it [in 
thoſe publick Aſſembliez which meet together in one place] 
for there is no doubt but ſucceſſive Aſſeniblies muſt be meanr, 
orelſe there could be no Proviſion for more than one Meetins., 
and then how can you, without begging the Queſtion, maintain 
that when the Women are commanded ro keep filence in the 
Churches, & Tous £auArotais, It might not be ſpoke of ſeveral 
ſucceſſive Aſlemblies ſtill in one place ? | 
| Nor are you more happy in encountring the difficulty upon 16:4. p. 194. 
tri T2 culo. uR 
| Top ſay indeed, t 5s very plain that it does not always fienify 
me place. ; 
| hnd who ſays it dozs, when Circumſtances determine it 
another way : but how can you affirm it to be ſo here without 
lall begging the Queſtion ? o7 ERS PRs open Fouts 
For. your purpoſe you inſtance in 5,4. 26, 2.7., The Kings 
if the Earth ſtood up, and the Rulers. were gathered together, Co) 
7 «lo, againſt the Lord and againſt bis Chriſt, &c.. 
This you ſay well, ſ#7zifies vo more than an Agreement and 
Conſpiracy in one Deſign... = | Lg 
. But would not. the moſt proper Inference from this Quota- 
ton be that as a Conſpiracy. may by, a Figure be called a Meet- 
"2 together, £71 79 «Oo, therefore tis not to be proved from 
at Text which prohibits a forſaking the aſſembling together, 
Wat thoſe. who live in a Church need actually to aſlemble 5 a 
| tner ; 


; | 
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ther ; but if they agree in the ſame Lord, the ſame Fait, 
the ſame Baptiſm, they may be ſaid to gather together iwjn 
«&uT9. 

You cite another Text, As 2. 44. And all that believed wy 
together £71 To c&uTo ; tis in the Greek, jorzy 62717 Th cums : indeed 
this fignifies no more then that they were together, and being 
together may be granted not to refer to their religion; Aſſn. 
blies, but their common Abode : but what is this to£&v sv out\ty 
1 £kxAuma Ay £91 T9 aviog; 

* If therefore the whole Church come together, £21 73 ah, 
where one would think &xi 79 416 is not added for nothing, 
but muſt ſignify the ſame place. And to my thinking there 
another Pallage in this Epiſtle to the Cormhians,which regard; 
them as a Church that uſed to aſſemble together in one place, 

1 Cor. 5 Y-14- which is where the Apoſtle direts them. to excommunicate 3 
notorious Sinner ouvax beſo vuga! #, Ts £us mVEudlCy. 

When ye are met together, and my Spirit, &c. 

Do you think that there was any need of a Miracle to pro- 
nounce the Sentence of Excommunication and that it muſt he 
done in the very ſame moment in diſtant Congregations ? 

I may be bold to ſay, that neither Scripture nor the Homilies 
take notice of your fancied Catholick or National Comm 
nion. 

If you ſay that what we find in the Homilies to this purpoſe, 

ing ſpoke in a Church already conſtituted, muſt relate to the 

ſent Conſtitution ; ſo may 1t be ſaid of the Apoſtle's Exhor- 
tation to that _ _ » —_ which for ought 
et appears, was a ſingle Independent tion. 
: Yer it may be a Option, Fhether fach Livdtation can be 
| ſuppoſed to have been intended in the following Words 
| which you may read in the Homilies. 

© Churches are not deſtitute of Promiſes, for as much as our 

Hem. fo re= * Saviour Thriſt faith, Where two or three are gathered together 
{Arms to 6 my.N, ame, there am I 7 the midſt among them. A great Num 
cbercher, *hertherefore coming . to Church together in the Name 
© Chriſt, have there, (that 1s to ſay, 'in their Church) ther 

© God and Saviour Chrift Jeſus preſent among the Congreg? 

'£ tion of his faithful People, by his Grace, by his Fayour - 

"< cody 


— —— -— —_ —  . = 
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«godly Aſſiſtance, according to his moſt and comfortable 
6 P romiſe. * ; H 
* Now, concerning the Place where the People of God 7»,,.. ef the 
* ought to reſort together, and where eſpecially they ought place 117 7:5 
©to celebrate and ſanCtify the Sabbath-Day, that Place is 9 Prager, tol 
t called the Temple or Church, becauſe the Company or Congrega- '** 
b rzon of God's People, which ts properly called the Church, doth D;. $1;11;,.-. 
( there aſſemble themſelves. The holy Patriarchs for a great 5 
$ Number of Years had neither Temple nor Church to reſort 
© unto. In the time of Chriſt and his Apoſtles there were no 
© Temples nor Churches for Chraſtian Men ; for why, they 7,4 p. 127 
& were always,or for the moſt part.,in Perſecution, Vexation,and 4 
© Trouble, fo that there conld be no Liberty nor Licence obtained 
© for that purpoſe ;, yet God aclighted much that they ſhould often 
6 reſort together in one Place, &C. ; 
But then ſpeaking of the building of Churches afterwards, 
it ſays, And to theſe Temples have Chriſtians cuſtomably uſed to 
reſort, &C. : 
We rue it is that the chief and ſpecial Temples of God wherein he 1]b;4. 
t hath greateft Pleaſure, and moſt delighteth to dwell, are the Bodies 
& and Minds of true Chriſtians, and the choſen People-of God, ac- 
t cording to the Doctrine of Holy Scriptures, &c. 
_ *Let this notwithſtanding, God doth allow the material Temple Fol 
@ made with Lime and Stone, &C. re MT nant 
How far this agrees with your Notion, That ſuch Temples 
of God ceaſe to be ſo, if they are divided from, or ſhut out of 
theſe material Temples, I cannot ſee; nor how you have ES 
brought your Notion of a Church into Conformity with the 6+ bike Ss 
19th Article, which I before mentioned, but you thought fit | 
to ſlight, as not worth your Natice. 
And therefore 'tis not likely that the Homiles ſhould be any 
more regarded. + WAY KY fo: ; 
Yet however it may not be amiſs'to mind yon of what our 
| Homilies teach us of a found or true Church.: . The Paſſage 
before cited proves, that a particular Company or Cangregation 
f God's: People is the Church in proper ſpeaking. . And then for 
the Catholick viſible Church, we have us Definition or De+ 


{ription in theſe words. «T1 
ti * The 
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© The true Church is an Univerſal Congregation or Fellow. 
* ſhip of God's Faithful eleft People, built upon the Foundatiog 
© of the Apoſtles and Prophets, Jeſus himſelf being the Head 
* Corner-Stone. And it has always three 'Rules or Marks 
* whereby it is known. (1.) Pure and ſound Doftrine, 
© (2.) The Sacraments miniſtred according to Chriſt's Ho] 
: Inſutution. And, (3.) The right uſe of Ecclelialtical Dsſe;. 

pline, rey, 

Theſe Notes tho aſcribed to all in general, are manifeſtly 
to be applied reſpectively to ſeledt Congregations, or Fellow- 
i!mips of Chriſtians : For 'tis not poſlible that all can be joyned 
in a(tual Communion. But in theſe things they are to be req- 
dy to communicate with each other as if they were one entire 
Body, in the firſt without any Limitation ; in the two laſt as 
the Church ſays'of the Sacraments, 2 all thoſe things that of 
neceſſity are requiſite to the ſame. 

And to prevent all affefted Ignorance of our Churches 
Senſe in this particular, It aſſures us that Chriſt makes Interaf.. 
ſion not only for himſelf and his Apoſtles, but indifferently for all 
them that believe in him through their Words, that is to wit, for 
his whole Church. | 

| leave it to yourun to the Parallel between what the Church' 
teaches, and what you would impoſe on us in this matter. 
I ſhall not repeat the Particulars, but ſball only obſerye upon 
your Notion of Diſcipline. 

1. That according to you the Power of the Keys is abſolute 
in Church-men's Hands, from whoſe Power of binding and 
looſing you infer, that Church-Communion 5s abſolutely nec:ſſary 
to Salvation. 

Whereas our Church ſays, ] 

Chriſt ordained the Authority of the Keys to excommunicate ne- 
torious Sinners, and to abſolve them that are truly penitent. 


2. And ſecondly, Whereas you affirm, That every profeſsd 


. Chriſtian, who is recerved mto the Church by Baptiſm,jis a Church- 


Member ; and all Church-7Aembers have accommon Right to Churct- 


 Privvileages : That teaches otherwiſe. | 


- * Why, ſays it, cryed the Deacon in the Primitive Church, if any 
© be holy let him draw near ? Why did they celebrate theſe 
: | © © Myſteries 
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© Myſteries the Quire-door being ſhut ? Why were the publick 

© Penitents and Learners in Religion, commanded. to avoid ; 

«Was it not becauſe this Table received no uaholy, unclean, 

© or ſinful Guelts ? 

- And this it enforces from the Example of our Bleſſed Savi- 

our, and the conforming PraCtice of the Primitive Church in 

theſe words : | 
+ * According to this Example of our Saviour Chriſt, in the #273. of rhe 
© Primitive Church, which was moſt holy and godly, and in 6 apr gy ; 
{ the which due Diſcipline with Severity was uſed againlt the NL 
wicked, open Offenders were not ſuffered once to enter into 
* the Houſe of the Lord, nor admitted to Common-Prayer, 
© and the uſe of the holy Sacraments with other true Chriſtt- 
© ans, untill they had done open Penance before the whole 

© Church. A 

; Here I might well leave you to bethink your ſelf of return- 

ing into. the Boſom of our Church, after you have divided 

from the Unity of its Doctrine. And 1 might adviſe you to . 

have a care of contending too eagerly 4n the maintaining your 

own Opinions, for fear of running into the Formality of that 

which you take ſuch pains to fright others from. Tho it may 

be a good way to Convert Schiſmaticks, to convince them of the 

Errour of their Ways,yet even that may be done ſchiſmatically, Pag. 51. 

at leaſt the cauſleſs Imputation of it may return upon the for- 

ward Cenſurer. - DT EET 4 

But leſt you ſhould think 1 oy this to avoid the notice of 

my ſhameful Baffle'in the Story of Pope Yor, which you will Pag. 36. 
have tobe a feigned Caſe, told me by ſome boay. 


Be it known to you, that the Authority which I had next mer. Gurhorrb 


at hand was a late learned , Chronologiſt ; who has theſe p. 235. 
words ;. Romane Eccleſie Epiſcopus furt Vittor quis ab Anno Chrifts © © 
192 ſedit Annos 10, in Concalio. ftatuit ut Paſcha ſemper die Do- 

mivica celebrardtur; atq; ado txcommunicauit omnes Eps{copos & 
Eccleſras in Aſid: que eadem the Paſcha non *celebrabant. ; 

 Herel might as well think that the Biſhop pronounc'd the 

&entence of "Excommunitation' in Council, as he alone 3s find 
Faure, what was done by common Conſeat ;- and-ſo weknow 

Rex flatuit is often uſed. SARS Als BING ARS.) 
mat! | L The 


— Os UE 2 OY EE UUTILSNTY Her ors cer 9 


: 
: 
. 
[ 

. 


— ns Rona i E\ —_ ® 


— a. Ah Oo th ee «OG. 4+ 


[ 80 ] 
; The Excommunication yon contend” to have been only his 
own Acty not the Att of the Council, And you cite Enſebin, 
which calls; thay, which 1 ſhould take for an Exemplification of 
the Att of the Council, his Letter. | 
Secr ar. ib, 5. | Lam ſure Secrates his Expreſſion of this favours me, when 
f. 695. he 1ays, «pl oi, & o£54Atv, he ſent- them the Sentence of 
Excommunication. And the matter having bzen agreed an 
in a-Council: at. Keme, where the preſided, *ts certainly moſt 


ET probable that this-was not of his own Head, 


Nor is it in the leaſt any Argument agaiaſt me, that other 
Biſhaps in | C ormunior with him reſented it | : Being, thoſe © 
ther Biſhops, renew particularly, were not at that Council: 


For, as Eaſebius himſelf ſhews.as Vitor preſided at Rome, Ire: 


nem did in France, | | 
So that thoſe of the ſame Communion were only ſuch as 
agreed in that Doctrine of the account of time ; about which 
I ſhall not diſpute whether Arithmetick was concern'd or no: 
: _ Yet I find it a long while fince, by an old Emperour, called 
AntigonusP a K ; a 3 
Izologuss neſtio temporis non Fiaci. 


Bat I find not in Exſebws that Irenens prevented this from 


| "Lerter, p. 36. taking effect,as you affirm; for the Sentence was actually pro- 


nounc'd, as both Euſebius and Secrates tnform us. But when 
retracted,or whether at all, _ not... a 

But be it as you contend, this was only the Att of z 
Schiſmatical Biſhop ; how comes it to paſs that his Chur 


was not concerned in this ? | | 
Cyprigns lib. 4 St. Cyprian ſays, Qui cum Eprſcepo nap ſunt is Ecclefid non ſit. 


[4 


Ep.9. And St.Ignatins, 6avi Xeige Ealv 5791 x, parſe TH E710 owe Gal, 


1gnar. Ep.*%  Bothagree that there's no being in the Church, or in Chil 
FS. unleſs they ſide with their Biſhop. 
One Prieft- And a Gentleman whoſe Authority I hope you will not 
hood, one Al- except againlt, a_ St. Cyprias ; 


far, Þ- 353) .& He makes , 

© I;dum, to be able Judge of their own As, and be ac 
© countable to none but God. 

Refol. p.25- Nay you your ſelf have told us that it is effential to the Com 

'— munienof partienlar Churches that ther Governaurs | ſhould br i 

Communion with each other. ; = Re 
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[ 81-] 
Wherefore the Aſfrer and Latine- Churches were in 2 State l 
of Separation, and the Laity of one ſide or other were neceſſi- | 
rated to communtcate in a Schiſm. 

This, Sir, may ſuperſede my enquiry into your Niceties 
upon a Caſe of your own making. 

But the ſame which you ſuppoſe Y73&or"s to have been, you EE 
ſay, was the Caſe of St. Chryſoltom, ad Epiphanius, and ſome þ .;, [| 
other Biſhops in thoſe Days, who ſeparated from each other : as "OR (| 
Mr. Chillingworth has it of them, Divers times it hath happen d, Chillingworth | 
un the Caſe of St..Chryſoſtom and Epiphanius, chat particular *- 255: || 
Men, and particular Churches, have, upon an overvalned Difference, | 
tither renounced Communion mutually, or one of them ſeparated 
from the other. Herein you + agree with that great Champi- 
on, that however they maintained Communicn with the *Catholich -<*<r to 4- | 
Church. | nom )m. P, { 24 ' 

Yet how that is poſſible upon your grounds, I cannot 
imagine. 7. 00 th 

Bat #t ſeems poor Tertullian, and his Followers, were not 54. Preface . 
worth yu Pity, and you would not vouchſafe them a taſte of to 3 Letters, 
your $ , ; | 

[ ſhould think upon your own Principles, ſince two Chur- 
thes, which are ror 1 Communion with each other, cannot both Anſ ver to .4- 
belong to the ſame Body, or the one Catholick, Church ; that the 1992” P:45- 
bilbops, with their Followers, on the'one ſide or other, were 
extra Ecclefeam fores. KATA, EEE 

| ettcr to 4- 


The ContradiCtion which 4 charged you with, abont occaſi- T1wl1t..., 
onal and conſtant Communion, you would avoid, by affirming, p. :6. 
that you no-where aſſert, that the Communion of the Church 
ans not make #8 Members of any particular Church, you haviny 
ved [a ſuch] : Theſe Words I find elſewhere explained $4* 45, 
by [as diſfting mſhi d from the Univerſal Church. } And a little ** '+ 
before you had ſaid, that this Memberſhip may extend to the remo- Vid. 3 Letters, 
ub Part of the World, if the Body whereof we are Members, reach * 25526: 
ſo fo. * This I think comes ap t6 what I urg'd,' which I'find 
por pada re Mibhanetd ts trove. "clint it ways 
| produced Mr. Chilts to prove, that it may hap» Letter co 4z6- 
X2, that one is not obliged {o _ a ſornetimes to ju Nox 4 mJ. pe 47+ 
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[ 82 ] 
cate with a ſound Part of the Catholick, Church, * becatiſe you "liv, 
where there is ſuch an one. | | 
And this,becauſe ſuch a ſound Church may impoſe upon yo 
the Belief of ſome Error, not deſtructive of the Faith, or ſome 
unneceſſary Conditions of Communion, if not unlawty]. 
And you Sarcaltically cqll me a ſubtil Arguer, for calling ſych 
a Church ſound ; as if it might not however be ſound 1n- jt; 
Vitals, and ſuch an one as our Homilies would. call a my 
Church, | Tos | 
' Surely you do not conſider -what Advantage you give Dif: 
ſenters in this. Es S \£ 
But however, a Man of your Parts knows how to bripg him- 
ſelf off in any caſe. And methinks tis a wonderful Inſtance gf 
your Art, that what Mr. Chillingworth ſays, in oppolition to 


' the Neceſlity of communicating with a corrupt Church, hy 


ving All the Face of Authority ; and that however Chriſt may 
have a viſible rrue Church on Earth, a Company of Men profeſſug 
ſo much. as was neceſſary to Salvation';, ſhould be turned qyto tis 
meaning a formed and viſible Church-Society, and pleadihg for 
the corrupt Church, when he was juſtifying the Separation of 
private Chriltians. © © 


% * ” 


When I had ſaid, that if our Church required Conformity ts 
its Rates and Ceremonies, as neceſſary to Salvation, it could not blame 
Men for dividing from it ;, you ſay, The Church could and would 
blame Men in ſuch caſe; and whether you do not put the 
Church in Chrilt's ſtead, may be worth a Thought. 

The laſt Paſſage in my Letters, which-you thought worth 
your Notice, was this : bs cf | 

He who tells us, or he fays nothing, that the Divine Spirit ca 
fines his Influences to the Unity of the Church in ſuch Conformity, 
zot only makes ſuch Conformity neceſſary to Salvation, but imputt 
to the Church the Damnation of many thouſands of Souls, who mig 


I am perſuaded, that there are very few of our Orthodor 
Clergy, that wHl not concur with me in this ;; and think, that 
whoever makes ſuch Conformity neceſſary ro Salvation, and il 
affirm, that our-Church warrants him in ſo- doing, brings tht 


greatelt Reproach upon it, and.gives the greateſt Advantage ts 


Ir 
at 
ll 
he 
is 


(8 ) 


Separati rn. imaginable., and.therefore will be far fron} think- 
ing thar he enconrages the Dullenters in their Non-communion 
with us,” who removes 10 great a Bar to an entire Com- 
munion. ©, Dh tn nm be 2th | | 
Before thggBogk of Commyn-Prayer, there is a Declaration, 
the Authority of which I hope you will not. diſpate, which is, 
That ſome Ceremonies are-retained in aiar Church, for a Diſcipline 
nd Order, which upon juſt Cauſes may. be altered and changzed, 
and therefore are not to be eſteemed equal with Goa"s Laws, Where 

] take It, the Reaſon. why-they are not to be eſteemed equal 
with God's Laws, 1s not meerly becauſe of their Mutability, 
for God's own poſitive Laws have been changed ; - but becauſe 
they are enjoined only for D:/cipline and Order, ſome Netermi- 
nation of. which may be. neceſſary .to Government, tho not; 
to Chriſtianity. This CI conceive may be a good Warrant 
for the above-mentioned Remark. els 4 -” 

\ To ſerve which, as you did that. of the Diyine Covenagt, 
you would have it ſpokein relation to thoſe that live elſewhere 
in.any part of the World : But agto: them who live here;-to 


whom the Subject Matter related, you do own, that Sybjettion Anſwe: to x: 
to Chburch- Anthority. in. all tawful Things, (that is, ſuch Confor- #0». p. 52. + 


mity ) 5 neceſſary. to the Unity of tbe . Church, and: neceſſary ta 
Salvation. IR Ps. 

Tho ſome may not know what /dea to form of the Church 
of England, diſtinCt from other ſound Churches, bur as incor- 
porated with the State, and relying on a Civil Sanction ;. you 
cautiouſly confine this Queſtion to Church- Authority. | 


Wherefore, admitting that:our Biſhops have polleſſion of the 


Churches by a Right antecedent. to any Humane Authority, and. P*fence of 
conſequently may exerciſe-Epiſcopat Juriſdiction within their P* >v- 585: 


reſpective Dioceſſes without any ſuch Authority. 
What will you ſay to that Statute, which-enacts, 


That all Archbiſhops and Biſhops of this Pealm, or any of the 38 Hen. 8, 


King's Dominzons, conſecrated, and at this preſent time taken ang ©: 6+ 
rquted for Archhiſhops and Biſhops, may, by Authority of this. 
reſent Parliament, and not by virtue of any Proviſion, or other 

meign Authority, &cc- keep, enjoy, and retain their Archbiſhopricks,. 
ad: Biſhopricks, in as large 4nd ample muner, a if they had teen 


4. 
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[4] 
promoted, eleftrdh, confirmed, and conſecrated,* according to the 
due Courſe of the Laws of this Realm. Was this impertinen, 
or preſumptuous ? es WOOD 


” 


But as that very Aft permits them to miſter, «ſe, and exey. 


ciſe all and every Thing and Things, pertaining to rMOffice or 0;. 


der of an Archbiſhop and Biſhop. - 


Quere, Whether our Szviour himſelf did not ſet the utmoſt 


"my Mar. 28. zo. Bounds of their Power, exptanr ay commi:Tioned his Apoſtles 
| to reach all Nations, baptizing them, he adds, as it were by way 
of neceſſary Caution, teaching them to obſerve whatſoever I have 
commanded you. SY Re my 

How extenlivefoever the Civil Power is, it may bea Queſti- 
HEE on from hence, What Right they who claim to be lawful Suc- 
- ceflors to the Apoſtles, have to command Things vot forbid by 
Chriſt, without betng tied npto his poſitive Laſtirattons ? And 
how comes # to paſs, that they who are entred 'inte Chrilt's 
Churci Sy Baptiſm, and continue in the Profeſſion of his pure 
Religion, ſhould be Schiſmaticks, and: cut off from his Body, 
aterly for diſobeying Addirions, the Authority of which they 

Anſwer to 4- ſoberly diſpute ? | 
wer. P.32 + You fay, in one part of your Anſwer to me, That whatever 
Variety and Difference tn the Rules of Worſhip, is conſiſtent with on 
Communion, may be granted, when the Prudence of Governoars ſees 


# fit ande 


Where as you condemn ſuch Indulgence, as is inconſiſtent 


with one Communion, it may be thonght to be equally conclaſive 

— 464. 9.4% 202inſt the Impoſition'of any Thing inconſiſtent with one Con- 
muunion, or the great Law of C atholick Communion.” nd when 

- yon confeſs, that che Government of the Chutch fince the Apoſtles 


Days, was never fo entirely in the Biſhop's Breaſt, that what he 4d 


ſhould be thou be the Af of rhe Church, ary further than he con- 

16:4. p.4 plied with thoſe Laws, bywhich the Church was to be governed. ou 
aving likewiſe ſet aſide the Civil Authority, and admitted that 

Difſenters have ſufficient Church-Power amongſt them, 1 again 


ask, How they can be Schiſmaticks for dividing from the BY 


upon the account of fafþefted Rites aid ( 

kev they believe not to with thyſe Laws by which tht 

Charch was to be governed, as being preatly prejudicial to, if I 
? D 


enconfiftent with one Communion | 
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[ 85 ] | 

And I would willingly be ſatisfied, how you can bring within 
the foregoing Rules, what you aflert but within three Pages, Anſver, p 40. 
where having held, that there was no Schiſm between the | 
Lemand Aſfizx Cburches, yet you will have it, that private | 
Chriſtians at Rome, could not receive the Altans into the Communion | 
of the Church, 1905; oP the Bifbop”s Authority. © { 

Bat to word-this Matter according to your Hypotheſis ; Tho 1bid. p. 52, 
Confarmiry to the Church of England, that is, Obedience to the 
Charch-Governours, the Bilhaps, & wot eſentzal to the Vuity of 
the Carholick, Church ;, yet 1t 15 yh 23:1 that live here. 

[ ſhould have been contented to have the Controverſy con- 
fin'd to Perſons living here, byt that you tempt me further. 

You ſay indeed, That Chriſtians, who live under the Govern- 1,1 , 
ment and Furiſdston of other Churches, may, and do preſerve the bi 
Unity of the Church, withour Conformity to. the Church of 
England. . /, 

But pray, can they preſerve the Uniry of. the Church, 
without Catholick, Communion, £0 which, as'you have told us, Vingic. of the 
aCompliance with the Order, Government, Diſcipline, and Worſhip, :Deten.p. 395. 
4 well as the Dotrine of the C «tholick, Church, « «bſolutely neceſ- 
fey? And then, AP the Churches of the World are but one 749. y. ;6. 
Church, or one Society, and have the ſame Right or Obligation of # 
them to communicate with each other, as Opportunity. ſerves, in all | 
thoſe Duties, far the ſakg of which Chriflegn Charches are inſtitu- f 
ted, 44 the Members of 4 particular Church are. PD, ? 


 W- There are fome other Pallages in my third Letter, which 

; might want to have ſomething ſaid to them; but I 

' WH [alt only refer the Whole, with what I have here wrote, to 

\ WW your ſecond and cooker Thoughts. But I muſt confeſs, 1 won- 

WH &r bow 1 eſcap'd unrebuk'd, when 1 obfery'd, that you your 

if made a ſufhcient Excuſe for ſome eyen caulleſs Separation. 

Andif the Sinfulneſs of Separation lies in not obſerving your 

Terms of Catholick Communion, the Diſſenters would think 

" WW themſelves pretty ſafe nndey Mr.Chil5ngwertl?s Defence againſt _... - 
WW te Papiſts, not only when be affirms, That the Goifel of Chriſt ; a ME, ak, 
HY the whole Conemant betmeen, God and Man; nor when he 

lanes the: Papifts for : making Saluerion depend - an phe Ibid. p. 79. 
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C86 ] 
caſual, and in the Power of Man to confer,. or.not to confer. 
But if it were only becauſe of the Obſcurity and -Doubtfyl. 
neſs, if not Inconſiſtency of : the Grounds, whence the Ohbjj. 
ER to conſtant Gommunion - with .the- Church is inferrd; 
r he thought it Demonſtration, that nothing x neceſſary to be 
believed, but what #« plainly revealed. | 


Now, Sr, I take leave to tell you, that I have faithfully 
followed yon in all your ſubtil Windings; 1 am ſure I have no- 
where perverted your Diſcourſes, how much ſoever 1 may 
have miſtaken them. And 'tis no eaſy matter to take his Sence 
rightly, who is inconſiſtent with himſelf. 

[t has not been the leaſt, nor perhaps the leaſt pertinent 
part of my Task, to fix your own Principles upon you ; ſome 
of which need noother Expoſure, bat to be ſer in their proper 
Light, where, like the Cadmean Iſſue, they may be left to de- 
ſtroy each other. | 

If you forget in one place, what ſerv'd your purpoſe in 
another, or. go. to prove too |ittle,or too much.,for what poſſ- 
bly might be your general Scope and Deſign; 1 hope'you will 
for the future be more cantious of : condemning Men for 
Diſhonefty, in arguing upon what they. find; - 

By this time 'tis likely I may in a double 'Sence havetir'd 
your Patience, which you value your felf upon. I muſt confeſs, 
the Subſtance of what lies in Diſpute, between us, might be 
brought into a much narrower Compaſs. But perhaps it was 
no more than requiſite,"ts put feverat Mneſtions :to you, to 
prevent all colourable Evaſion;thar:ofe might take up: what 
might be artfully flipt over -up6n another. . 

And certainly, any one that-obferves what Skill you uſe- in 
the management of this Controverſy, will think that many 
Things, which might haye ſeem Ivperfluous,: were but he- 


— 


"" Thus when Þ had ask'd; Whether a Man has a Right rote o 
4 particular Church, as be s a Chriſtian, that s, ( as | then 


thought, and fill do ) « true Member of the Catholick, Churit; 


I ſhould not have added, { Or becomes.a: Chriſtian, only 45 14 
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who ſeems to think no Man can be a true Member of the Ca- 
tholick Church, before he has been aCtually, receiv'd into ſome 
particnlar Church. But; you, taking no notice of. the lait 
Branch of the Queſtion, wonder I. ſhould ask you, Whether 4 
Man has a Right to be of a particular Church, as he ts a Chriſtian ? 
when you ſay, The whole Deſign of your Tralt is, to prove that 
every Chriſtian, by being ſo, 1s a Member of the Catholick, Church, 
pa 68 a Right to communica:e with all ſound Parts of the Catho- 
lick, Church, and bound to communicate with that Part of it iu 
which he lsves. | TEN 

Now 'tis odds, but it may be as evident upon this your whole 
Deſign, that every particular Church 1s bound to receive every 
Chriſtian, as. ſuch, into its Communion, without impolin 
any Terms but meer Chriſtianity ; as that a Chriſtian _ 
communicate with that found Part where he lives, even in 
other Terms. "— h 

Yet here you ſpeak not one Word to the Queſtion, how a 
Man becomes a Chrittian, whether it b2 only as received into a 
particular Church: Indeed you had faid in your Reſolutions, 
which I thought you might have either juſtihied or retrated, 
That no Man can be-in Covenant with Goa, or a Member of his 
Church, who is not. at leaſt viſbly admitted,, which muſt bz by 


ſome particular Charch; and ſurely no Man can be a Chriſtian, 


who is not in Covenant with God : | Wherefore, according to 
you, no Man can be a Chriſtian, before he has been received 


into a particular Church. 


Nay, further ; cither every Chriſtian, as ſuch, has not 4 Right 
to-communicate with all . ſound Parts of the C atholick, Church ; , or 
elſe he who is excommunicated, tho for a wrongful Cauſe, cea- 
{cs to be a Qhriſtian. | 

But alas !- Sir, it were endleſs to inſiſt upon all the Advan- 
 tages which I: mighttake from your Aſſcrtions, aſlire your ſelf, 
I have not wittingly ſhun'd the. Encounter of any Thing, 
that might logk like an Argument for you many Things have 
had a particular Conlideration,; meerly as they were yours. 

| And {ince for a more large. Accoynt of , your extermunating 


Anſwer to 4- 
A1)mm ,1.34* 


Reſo!, P, To 


tHyptheſis, you. direed.me to certain Fogilar Writings, for- D-\.of Dr.$:it. 


merly publiſh, I was willing, to, be at 2 3 


— 


ttle pains ro pick & Vindic. 


TO IWI9%L.S 7, wore” "ro RE at 1 Ro Poa 7.4 —O__4- 


—: Md agends, 


[ 88 ] | 
'out the choiceſt Flowers from every Place, and having ſorted 
them together, to preſent you with a Noſegay out of your 
own Garden ; you know even the fame Flowers yield ſome 
yartty of Scent, according, to their different ſortings. 


Finding ( which before I was ignorant of) that your Ser- 
mons were but the Gleanings of thoſe Notions, which you 
have been cultivating for ſome Years ; I have not the Vanity 
to believe that I ſhould, by the miſpending a few Hours, ob- 
lige you to.condemn them, and the Books out of which they 
were extracted, for waſte Paper. by 

Wherefore all that I can now expeCt,beſides the undeceiving 
ſome, and provoking others tolay your Errors more convin- 
cingly before you, is, to have fairly rid my h3ads of this 
Controverſy, in which I ſhall not willingly engage further. 

However, if preſs'd to it, I ſhall not decline the Honour, as 
far as my mean Abilities, and many Avocations will permit, 
to vindicate the Catholick Doctrine of our ſourid and Ortho- 
dox Church, from ſach Miſrepreſentations on this Point, as 
tend to the giving Men ill Impreſſions concerning it. And what 


I have already done, perhaps may not appear' more to anſwer | 


the Obligation of Chriſtian Charity to | Diſſenters, than of 


Gratitudeto that indulgent Mother, which requires nothing of 


me, but what I can chearfully and readily obey. 

Let Men teach no other Doctrine but what that wartants ; 
and very few at-leaſt will be likely to ſtray for better Edif- 
cation. | 3 = 
 Shre Iam, 'tis not the Thundering of Damnation againlt 
Men, that convinces them, tho it may fright themout of their 
Wits. They may liſten to mild Inſtru&ion, from one that 
not only preaches up humble Obedience 0 its; Authority, but 
profeye it, and had rather'read'an Homily t6kis Pariſh, thai 
have the Glory of leading a Sect after his prof6und" Notions 


a 


and of giving Aithority. to the fevereſt Cenfares wpon' Men, | 


who are ſuft ciehtly uhhappy that they cannot conform: = 
The trulz Pidus (and ſuch both you and 1 ought to beheve 
there are am 5ng{t them ) will, as far as they are able, ſubmit 


to the Authority that is over them "and 1h themeart. agar 
| | W 


[. 89 ] 
will uſe all diligence to inform their Underſtandings of the 
Lawfulneſs of what is required of them. 
For them who are not ſo, 'tis enough that humane Law has 
made Conformity their Secular Intereſt ; and if that won't 
drive them within the Church-Walls, nothing will. 


| | * 

And now, Sir, leſt you or I ſhould be carried too far in the 
heat of Diſpute, I ſhall, inſtead of that Ghoſtly Counſel which 
you gave me, in great Charity, ſet down that of our good 


Church : - 
If any Thing be neceſſary to be taught, reaſoned, or diſputed. EE. 
uw do it with all meekneſs, ſoftneſs, and lenity : If any Thing oily againſt 
all chance to be ſpoken uncomely, let one bear another's F railty : f.31, s 


He that 1s faulty, let him rather amend, than defend that he hath 
ſpoken amiſs, leſt he fall by Contention, from a fooliſh Error, into 
an obſtinate Hereſy. "ES 
As you ſeem careful to clear Novatianus from the Guilt of Vindic. of the 
Hereſy, in believing that they who had once through Infirmity Def. of Dy. s:. 
communicated with Idolaters, could upon no Terms whateyer $27 : 
obtain God's Pardon: I cannot tell how farl may have offen-'eg;.5,. eonapng 
. y Er=- 
ded beyond the hopes of yours, tho I am, ror or Hereſy 
in F atth, but 


Keverend Sir for a Schifhna-.. 
. tical Separati- 
oh from the 


| ; Carholick: 
Yours to ſerve you, 7b: 


ANONYMUS. 


ERRAT A. 


age 34. line 32. dele ſound. P.39. 1.6. read rigorouſly. Ibid; 

13. r. the Fews and Gentiles uniting. Ibid. 1. r7, r. Jews and. 
_ P. 71.1. 15. r. Divine-Right ;, 1. 16. dele Divine. P.73-. 
vr. Faith, | 
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